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Report of Select Committee. 

7b t/w Uohnrahlc, 

The House of Dchy,,!,:* of Jlon/^ruJ .• 

The select eonnuittee aj.jH.inf,.,! hv an onl-r of tlu- House 
adopted on Ja.n.ary nth. 1K7S; ,„ o^unu, \»u, rh, v^ndu 
tun-t Lytlu- lioard of J-Uh!ie Works f,.,- Sum- lU.xL re- 
paire, tlie constitiitional nuthontvfor the ex.-e^ O\XT the 
aprroprmtion made l.y the session of Ts?.;. and ih, ,ll.(.1.H. 
sitv for the same, he- leave to make the foll.nvi,,,,- ,.,.,„„., . 

^ our committee have examined under oar], tl.^ Hoard of 

i ^   ^    ! 0!       : 0,"t' A- KlV'U']'i('k' th<- arehheet :   .loseph 
M. Marshall, the carpenter: Joseph T. deweil. hricklaver- 

^ "  JL   Xilnsalit,  L'XOJiV!itiji<r and  hauliuir:   Sxvain   .V   ]5anks 
I lumher;  W. Bollman, iron heams and '.nrdc.v   ]   WK-t']' 

mey, painting;  George G.   Watkins. piast-rer:   Garth.'* 
Loewenstein.slat.ng: .1..). Harig, ti.mi,^ ;  Seim A K.uorv 

j painte and glass; Bartlett,  Rol.bins .,  (\,, !l(,atin,r.   ^ 

rington   &   Mills, furniture;    Kcnviek &   Son.  furniture. 
|i     . J«akinS & .Son, furniture: .1. C. Knipp * K,,,. funiitlII,, ! 

:; George  ^.  Taylor, draperies;  McDowell k  Go.   ean.eU- • 
;i (.omelms & Go., gas fixtures;  Emmart  .V Quartlev   frUo- 
/ ing;  bhirley & Hon. s],ittoons;  Sarnuel  Child & Go    w.ter 

coolera and other furnishings:   ]>ufur A  Co, i,-,,,,  r,ilJ„,T 

and wire work:   Georg,-  Brewer, General  Fr,,    .,,  A-c't 
A. & E. R. 11. : .loseph Thomas A- Son. moiildin.'-   l.i-u-ket« 
doors, frauH.,   A<,:    .In,.,,,,  <;,,.,„.  „,„,, ^ sJ ^ ' 

dames MeAlhster, cement:   F.   II.   Lavi-ls.,,,  .v  c,     (,„,] 
ware;   R. .I. Davidson, plumhinjj and  casfitri,,^  ma.-nah • 
Darnel   Gaulk.    who    hid   or    p.op,,..,,    „    .11,„n!i,1,){! 

work: and .\<.nnaii  R.   lYh,-. agen:  of |;.  ].. >„],,,,„„,  $. 

.Sons.Xew York, from whom th.-ciirtain -.„„|. ,,,,,. ), '..'.'^ 
and herewith submit  the evidem-e taken fat!,  .-on-id?..',' 
tion of vour honorahh- l,o,lv 
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Your committee further report they have tailed to find 
the constitutional authoritv for the expenditure over and 
above the appropriation of the session of 1K76 of thirty-two 
thousand dollars, hut they are of the opinion that when the 
videnee submitted is examined by the members of your body, 

they will see or conclude that it was impossible for the Leg- 
islature of 1876 to have known exactly what the condition 
of the building was, and therefore were unable to see exactly 
what was needed to repair, heat, ventilate, plaster, paint and 
fresco the State House, as ordered by the acts of 187G, 
chapter 194. 

We think the evidence submitted will give a much better 
idea of the exact condition of affairs than we would he able 
to state, and therefore call your special attention to the tes- 
timony of George A. Frederick, architect, and the 'Hoard of 
Public Works. "We think the Board of Public Works 
would have been negligent of their duty if they had not 
put the building in repair where they found it unsafe, many 
of its timbers being rotten and dangerous. 

All the contracts seem, so far as we are able to judge, to 
be reasonable—with one exception hereafter referred to—as 
will be seen from the evidence of experts. 

Your eomenittee have no comment to make, preferring to 
submit the testimony and, from the evidence deduced, allow 
you to form your own conclusions. 

Your committee further report the amount of money paid 
upon warrants of the Comptroller to be thirty one thou- 
sand nine hundred and ninety-three dollars and ninetv-one 
cents, and that there are, so far as we can find, the sum of 
seventy-nine thousand three hundred and ninety-four dol- 
lars and thirty-eight cents in bills of different parties, as 
annexed, yet unpaid: all of which seem to be proper 
except the one heretofore referred to of R. J. Davidson. 
whose evidence did not, to your committee, seem clear and 
satisfactory, and we therefore advise a reduction of his bill 
of twenty per cent. R. J. Davidson was an employed 
agent of the Board of Public Works to buy, at the lowest 
prices, such plumbing and gas fitting material as they niisjht 
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need, and we do not think lie pmx-hased the required mate- 
rials as low as he might have done, besides has cliarjred 
the State full retail prices for what he himself furnislu'd. 
"We therefore reeoinmend the aforesaid reduction or discount.' 

FRANK BROWN, C/Mirman, 
WM. SNOWDEN, 
JOSEPH HARRISON, 
GEO. W. SPENCER, 
B. L. HARIG, 
EUGENE HIGGINS, 
S. COX, JR., 

W. CAMPBELL HAMILTON, 
EDW. L. F. HARDCASTLE 
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LIST OF BILLS UNPAID. 

a 

1877-Dec. C . Jacob Green, lime, hair and Blaster! 

wsJ^l: h M- ^ar8ha11' i,ui!der • •  •! 
u                 «* i 

Jan. 28.. I             "                     .. | 
1877-Dec. 12.. \ J. W. Kalmey, paiuter ! 
1878—Jan. 24.. 

lllt:^: 72-|j0S-T- i•*- »«i*wi::;::::: 
W77-NOT. 6.. JGeo. .G. Watkin., plasterer:.'.''.'.'. 

1878—Jan. 29.. j " „   

msHFan^ ft] r3B•dsoa> Pl-inb'raiid gaVfitie 

Jan. 25. 
Jan. 26. 
Jan. 28. 

1877—Oct. 5.. 
Oct 23. 
Oct. 22. 
Dec. 12. 
Oct. 29. 
Nov. 8.. 
NOT. 14. 
Nor. 15. 

1878—Jan. 19.. 
1877—Oct. 31.. 

jM. N. Rittenhonse, drain tile 
I 
John Oliver & Son, granite... 

Nov. 24 
1878—Jan. 2... 

Jan. 28.. 
1877—Nov. 28. 
1878—Jan. 1... 

Jan. 28.. 
1877—Dec. 12.. 

Dec. 13.. 
Dec. 22.. 
Dec. 21.. 

1878—Jan. 1.., 

Jan. 4... 
Jan. 5... 
Jan. 12.. 
Jan. 5... 
Jan. 17. 
Jan. 22..! 
Jan. 28.. I 

JGeo. H. Pagels, iron rail ." " 
:«. Feldmeyer, blacksmith  
,6 W Starr & Son, centre pieces!. 
I Weiskittle & Co., Bash weights. 

. jWeiskittle & Son, iron plates ... 

. jH. C. Meyer & Co., plumbers' ma- 
I    terial  

. jSisson & Co.,plumbers' material" 
(Regester & Sons,   " " 
1 J. Coyle & Bros.,    " " 
jMaryiand Steamboat Co., freight!.' 

j " « 
; Jas. McAllister, cement  
jDufur& Co.,iron rail and wirtwork 

JGeo. Potee, brick  
iJos. Thomas <fc  Son,  mill  work I 
j    balance        ' i 
jSwain & Banks, lumber'""!!'.'. J 
jSeim & Emory, glass, paints, .fee.. I 
F. H. Davidson A Co., hardware, i 
Annapolis* ElkridgeR.R., freight; 

$1,573 87 
1,629 68 

88 17 
107 8C 
671 CO 
756 93 
409 00i 
600 12! 

1,688 25! 
1,107 87 i 

186 361 
616 00; 
222 50j 

73 46 
693 00 
260 00] 
169 771 
93 501 

210 28 
82 48 
46 80 

C66 36 
86 12 

89 86 
168 18 

19 18l 
65 951 
9 50 

311 76) 
7 68^ 

113 ss; 
8 971 
1 60; 
1 501 

$702 65 

8,459 58 

1,427 93 

1,009 12 

2,982 48 

2,338 51 

129 28 

752 48 
80 00 

153 12 
226 73 

258 04 

113 10 
278 78 

1,393 15 
148 00 

94 63 
250 75 

319 44 
1,006 25 

2,893 69 
4,829 56 
1,624 87 
1,203 17 

120 45 

Amount forward !  j  |27)79g 76 
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LIST OF BILLS UNPAID—GONTIKDKD. 

n 

1878—Jan. 10.. 
Jan. 19.. 

Jan. 25.. 

Jan. 24.. 

$205 90 

88 25 

170 00 

7,788 00 
841 25 

18 00 
'     19 27 

5,664 46 
80 00 

$27,795 76 
127 02 Geo. E. Franklin, hardware  

J. H. Yansant, excavating, freight 

.1. H. Yansant, excavating, freight 

J. H. Yansant, excavating, freight 
and hauling  414 15 

1878—Feb. 7... Jos J. Haring, tin work, balance.. 
Gartbe & Loewenstein, slating  
Bortlett, Robbing ifc Co., heating.. 

"         (work since session) 
Traveling expenses and Architect's 

340 76 
551 64 

8,629 25 

5.558 03 
1877—Nov. 27. 
1878—Feb. 21 . 

W. F. C. Gerliardt, insurance    
Samuel Stewart gasfitter  

60 00 
15 00 

1877—Nov. 24. 
Dec. 28.. 
Dec. 22.. 
Dec. 31.. 

1878—Feb.l... 
Jan. 1.. 

u 
u 

FURNITURE. 

Sisson &. Son, marble shelves  

Basslior <fc Co., macliinists' supplies 
Harrington <fc Mills, furniture  

Ren-wick & Son,            "         
Jenkins & Son,              "          
Geo. W. Taylor, agent, diaperies.. 
Cornelius & Co., gas fixtures  
Louis A. Dieter, blinds and paper- 

ing  

32 27 
32 40 

5,744 46 
2,516 50 

851 00 
6,675 00 
4,056 80 

465 50 
a 234 90 
" Emmart & Quartley, painting and 

3,196 15 
80 50 

2 345 12 

Jan. 15.. Dyott Manufacturing Co., lamps.. 
Fairbanks, Murphy & Co., pictures 

and mirrors  

Jan. 17.. 
Feb.l... 

J. C. Knipp & Bro., furniture  
Samuel Child & Co., furnishing... 
McDowell & Co., carpets  
Furniture acc't amounts 

to $35 902.77 

5,076 00 
234 93 

4,411 24 

Amount already paid by Board  

Total expenditure  

$79,394 38 
81,993 91 

$111,388 29 
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MINORITY REPORT. 

To rte Honorable, 

The Home of Delegates of Maryland • 

The undersigned submit the following additional report 
upon the expendxturee made upon the State House, which 
as meters of a select eoxnnuttee, thev were appo n^l to 
examine into; 

The act of 1876, chapter 194, appropriating thirty-two 
housand  dollars   "for   the   repair  and   improvement   of 

the State House," specifies in detail not only the partic- 
ular work to fcUone, but  also  the  several"amounts  to 
be expended on <meh separate item.    The basis on which 

mu'a    f 8la*Ure •ad6 tllis »PP«>Pri«tiott> was an estimate 
•  made by Mr. George  A. Frederick, architect, who  was 

afterwards employed  by the Board  of Public Works  to 
prepare plans  and specifications, and to  superintend the 
work   at  a compensation  of five  per  cent, on  its  cost. 
At the  time this contract was  made, there was a clear 
understanding between the Board and the architect, that the 
appropriation which had been made would be sufficient to 
complete the work, but shortly afterwards it was found that 
this sum would be inadequate for that purpose.    In different 
parts of the building there were discovered defects such as 
are gencridly found when old buildings are repaired, but 
which seem not to have been anticipated in this case     In 
our opinion, after the building was stripped, and as soon as 
its condition was ascertained, ,ind  it was evident that the 
appropriation was inadequate to do the work, it bec*me the 
duty oi  the architect to revise hi. original estimate, and to 
inake a new one, which should have been submitted to the 
Board of Public Works, under whose control the work had 
been placed.    That he did not do so. and the Board failed 
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the large public debt, inenLa 'onli     ^ ^f•'^ 0f 

above the appropriation      TM uf ,   COUIlt' 0Ver and 

Board of the cost TL T     ^^ Certi,ied ^e 
known, .pprLw^t a  ,   ??', ^^ th^ should ^e ^ 
priatio^ £to^£ td' ^^--S the appro- 

the items spedficaltti^tecf i"^j    7 ^ "^ to 

been a wholesome eheeK fl ]*W' " WOald W 

^ this plan had been   trZ S^V" ^ ^ 
not have aJlnwwl fi • oeneve, the .Board would 

Had Z IT nor^TnatiT ? ^ S0 la^ eX-^ed- 

the building secure and fit "for 11Z "T^ ^ "^ 
exceeded the annrn^riofi o^upau^, though its cost 

justify theLZZToTr loul,d liave feIt bound t0 I 
But Lensiv e" rtar'and tf ^ 0f PUbIic neCeSsi^ ^ 
Plated, were madftto "" tl   T T^?1*' neVer  COnteln- 

more p^SS^X     t0 «Q*«^ them.    We refer 

fomitie the cost tf 1   FT"" ^ "^ and eXPe»s-e ' « 
pHation.    IX ^f ^r6^ ^ ^ "^ * 
travagant and umvarrltld  n l ^ W0 "^ a8 ex- 

-n^amounti^r^rrrr^r110     f appropriated for the purpose. that wa* I 

Respectfully submitted, ::, 

EDWARD L. F. HARDCASTLE £ 
W. CAMPBELL HAMILTON I 
S. COX, JE. * te 
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EXAMINATION OF WITNESSES. 

The Select Committee appointed by the House of Dele- 
gates to investigate the State House repairs, met on Saturday, 
February 16,1878, at 11.40 A. M. Present, Messrs. Brown, 
Hamilton, Snowden, and Harrison. Absent, Messrs. Hig- 
gins, Harig, Cox, Hardcastle, and Spencer. 

Mr. George A. Frederick, architect, appeared, was duly 
sworn, and testified substantially as follows: 

Testimony of Geo. A. Frederick. 

^ QUESTION -BY MR. BROWIT; 
Mr. Frederick, what was the understanding between the 

Board of Public Works and yourself relative to the State 
House repairs? Go on and state for the information of the 
committee how you took charge, and other facts connected 
with the repairs. 

MR. FREDERICK: 
There was no contract between the Board of Public Works 

and myself.   I took charge on the regular terms, five (5) per 
i cent, commission on the actual cost of the work.    The first 

thing I did was to take measurements of the building (this 
was two years ago) and made an estimate for forty-two 
thousand dollars. I had no contract, in the definite mean- 
ing of the word, with the Board of Public Works. My 
position -was purely advisorj' and professional. 

Mr. Brown here read the Acts of the General Assembly 
of 1876, appropriating thirty-two thousand dollars for the 
State House repairs. 

BY MR. FREDERICK: 
I did not undertake to complete the repairs for thirty-two 

thousand dollars; I was simply employed as superintendent 
and architect to do the work. 

QUESTION BY MR. HAMILTON: 
Did you put in a bid for each specific portion of the job ? 
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Mn. FREDERICK: 
I said it would require so much for such and such under 

the appropriation. 
BY MR. HAMILTON: 

Did you report that the work could be done for thirty-two 
thousand dollars ? 

MB. FREDERICK: 
My report to the committee of the Legislature of 1876 is 

identical with the figures they stated. I gave it as my opin- 
ion that the work could be done for thirty-two thousand 
dollars after the original estimate for forty-two thousand 
dollars had been cut down. 

Further desulton- examination ensued, when Mr. Brown 
interrupting, said to Mr. Frederick to go on and describe the 
condition of the State House building, and in detail to state 
his manner of commencing work and the character of its 
progression. 

M^. FREDERICK THEN SAID: 
In 1876,1 was sent for by the Committee on Public Build- 

ings—Mr. Brooke, I think, was chairman—in regard to 
fixing up the State House. I came to Annapolis immedi- 
ately after receiving a telegram from Col. "Walsh, Mr. Brooke, 
or Mr. Bannon, I forget which. I examined the capitol 
building next day and came to a conclusion as to the repairs 
that were needed. The building had no cellar. It had a 
little cuddy hole twenty feet wide and fourteen feet in 
length. Little tunnels two-and-aJialf feet wide and two 
feet high ramified from a point in the hole, which were 
filled with water pipes. I groped my way on my hands and 
knees at great bodily discomfort into these tunnels as far as 
I could. I observed that the walls of the building pene- 
trated under the ground some distance, sufficiently, I 
thought, by taking out earth, I could make a cellar. It 
looked feasible, at least that was my assumption. It was 
necessary to have a cellar in order to properly heat the 
house. I then calculated what the heating apparatus would 
cost. Upon making a thorough examination of the build- 
ing I made a report to the Legislative  Committee, and 
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*> 

submitted an estimate, without diarge, for the examination 
I had made. About a year aftenvarde I was sent for by 
the Board of Public Work?. I went to Annapolis, and the 
Board had a meeting, at which all were present. They 
asked me what my charges would be for professional ser- 
vices in undertaking the repairs. I told them five per cent.; 
and with this agreement they told me to go on as rapidly as 
possible and complete the repairs. 

MR. HAMILTON, INTERRUPTING, INQUIRED : 

Is it customary to employ architects without entering into 
a written contract ? 

BY MK. FREDERICK: 

The general usage is to give him a commission to execute. 
Architects commissions arc fixed and well known. 

MR. FREDERICK, CONTINUING, SAID: 

The Board, at their meeting, spoke of the amount that 
was appropriated, thirty-two thousand dollars, and having 
no more light on the subject than when I made my report 
to the Legislative Committee, but having understood that 
a portion of-the contemplated work was left out, thus re- 
ducing the estimate, I thought the necessary work could be 
done for thirty-two thousand dollars. As the amount was 
reduced in the total, my impression was some of the things 
estimated for were left out, 

QUESTION BY MR. HAMILTON: 

"Was it not your duty as a business man to inquire into 
the matter? 

MR. FREDERICK: 
I reasonably supposed that it was all right. 

BY MR. HAMILTON: 

Was it five per cent, commission on the thirty-two thous- 
and dollars appropriation, or on what you did, that 3^1 were 
to receive ? 

Mu. FREDERICK : 

I was to get five per cent, on what I did, whether it was 
more or less.    The commission was fixed at five per cent. • 
that was my agreement. 

2 

—•aaaMMMHtlRte. 



18 REPORT   OF   .SELECT   COMMITTEE. 

BY MR. BROWN : 
Well, go on, now, Mr. Frederick, and toll us how you 

proceeded in the repairs. 
MR. FREDERICK: 

Well, after the agreement was entered into by me with 
the Board of Public Works, the first thing I did was to 
take measurements and prepare my plans, which occupiejl me 
four days. The time before the assembling of the Legis- 
lature was short, and the Board were anxious to go on as 
rapidly as possible. Well, after my plans were completed, 
I returned to Annapolis and stated what I proposed to do. 
The Board then received proposals for lumber and other 
things, some through me and some without. It was within 
the province of the Board to make such contracts as thoy 
saw fit. My duty was to see that the contractors did their 
duty and fulfilled their contracts. 

QUESTION BY MR. HAMILTON: 
Are you not responsible for losses occasioned by a wrong 

examination and miscalculation of work? 

MR. FREDERICK: 
I was responsible only so far as circumstanees enable me 

to eee. If I deliberately made a mistake—yes! As far as 
the excavation of the cellar is concerned, I had no oppor- 
tunity to get near the walls. I was alone and in comparative 
darkness. The assistant fireman showed me the entrance to 
the cuddy hole and tunnels. When we went ahead and dug 
out the cellar, we found we had to underpin the walls. The 
Board of Public Works were cognizant of the work as it 
progressed. You see we make our foundations now uni- 
formly of one depth. It is always customary to make foun- 
dations level. We supposed such was the case with the 
State House, but after the excavations had commenced, we 
discovered that the building was erected on the slope of a 
hill. The character of the soil was alluvial—looked like 
coffee grounds. The walls varied in thickness from thirty- 
four to fifty inches. We underpinned with brick and 
cement, in sections of two-and-a-half to three feet in the 
form of piers.    These formed walls as we took out  the 
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intervening pillars of dirt. When wo got them to a height 
of six or seven feet, then we wedged in split brick with a 
mallet. You cannot underpin with stone on account of its 
irregularities. In response to a question, Mr. Frederick 
said that the heating apparatus could not have been put in 
by digging a pit. 

Now as to the flooring. When we came to examinb the 
floors we found they wanted renewing. The floors in the 
Court of Appeals and in the Governor's room had settled 
and were really unsafe. In the Court of Appeals the floor 
was in a terrible condition. The joists were in short lengths 
and had sagged down out of horizontal line some four or 
five inches. (I heard it stated as much as ten inches.) 
They had been tied up to the roof hx iron rods, but in spite 
of that had gone down. The Court of Appeals is over the 
House of Delegates. The Governor's room is over the 
Senate chamber. In the latter pretty much the same thing 
was the condition of the floor as in the Court of Appeals. # 

The roof xvas covered with tin. The size was unusual, 
being 9x12. I imagine it was put on some thirty-five years 
ago. I could see that the roof wanted renewing. My in- 
tention was to replace the tin with slate, which I did. I 
found, also, that the cornice needed renewing or repairing. 
When we got the tin off the roof we found we had another 
tin covering, and then after that another. The two upper 
were laid with grooves, the last one with laps like shingles. 
The roof was leaky and in bad condition. The sheathing 
was made out of yellow pine, laid diagonally, and had dry- 

rotted. It. was like a piece of sponge, and would not hold 
a nail. Mr. Marshall had charge of repairing the roof and 
would telegraph from time to time for more lumber, and I 
thought the demand excessive until I saw for myself the 
nec-essity for the demands. 

BYMn. H/VHUISON: 
It would naturally occur to your mind that thirty-two 

thousand dollars was insufficient, as you progressed in these 
repairs, did vou make the Board understand'of the great 
amount it was uoincj to cost? 
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MR. FREDERICK: 
All these things did not disoloso themselves at once. I 

pinched everything I could. The Board knew of the work 
that was being done in the cellar and on the roof. Tliev 
would say, in conversations, "we don't know where to stop." 
We talked it over from the time of the additional expense 
that was being incurred. 

In response to a question by Mr. Snowden, 

MR. FREDERICK, SAID: 
The Board knew of the actual work as it progressed. 

They stated that the money appropriated was insufficieut. 
The Board desired to use all the economy they could, and 
make the building habitable. 

BY MR. HAMILTON: 
How about the frescoing; were you not aware of Mr. 

Comptoivs objections'( 

MR. FREDERICK: 
Yes, sir; but my understanding was that Mr. Compton 

objected because of the shortness of time, and he was afraid 
the frescoing could not be completed in time for the Legis- 
lature to meet. I went down to Annapolis at once, after 
the Governor bad written to me about Mr. Compton's ob- 
jections. He had a talk with me, and said that I had better 
stop the work. I said that under the contract the frescoing 
would cost two thousand eight hundred and fifty dollars, 
but at a subsequent time would cost three times as much, 
and, as a matter of economy, I urged that the work pro- 
ceed. The upper part of the building at that time had 
already been finished. I guaranteed that the work would 
be done in time. The Governor then told me to go on, and 
as rapidly as possible. 
BT MR. BROWN: 

In the rotunda was there not some brick work done'! 
MR. FREDERICK: 

Yes, sir; there were two arches, twenty-eight feet long 
and four and a-half to five feet wide, which looked solid. 
Just after we started, a crack appeared wliich looked like a 
settlement.     We made an examination, and found the walls 
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were hollow. We found a nine inch pier on the two sides 
of the building, which was carrying the main support of the 
dome, to be hollow. "We had it shored up immediately, 
and that, with other necessary brick filling, cost six or seven 
hundred dollars a side, making twelve,or thirteen hundred 
dollars for the two sides. 

In response to a question, Mr. Frederick said the flooring 
in the rotunda was only temporary, and that the floors 
proper were iron beams filled in with brick and cement, 
and top concreted. N 

BY MB. HAMILTON: 
How about the desks ? Are they made of seasoned wood ? 

ME. FREDERICK: 
Yes, sir; they are made of seasoned wood.   Harrington & 

Mills, who furnished them, state they are responsible for the 
desks and all other material furnished by them. 
BY MR. HAMILTON: 

In the capacity of an architect under your commission, 
was it not your duty to examine the furniture ? Have you 
not heard reports of the desks warping ? 

MR. FREDERICK: 
I was going to remark that Harrington & Mills hold them- 

selves responsible for defects. I examined the desks, and 
think them seasoned and of good wood. 

BY Ma. HAMILTON: 
Would seasoned wood warp ? 

MR. FREDERICK: 
Yes, sir. The time has gone by when seasoned wood will 

not warp, as the heating of buildings is different now from 
what it used to be. The State House, for the past six weeks, 
has been heated day and night. The desks were sent during 
damp weather, but this could not be helped, as they had to 
be there in time for the meeting of the Legislature. 

Mr. Frederick was here asked by Mr. Hamilton whether 
he received any percentage on the desks, to which he replied 
he received no commission but from the Board on the cost 
of all that was furnished. 

Mr. Frederick, continuing about the desks said : the locks 
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are three-tumbler locks, made hy Gibson & Kirk especially 
for the desks, and are the best of the kind in the country. 
BY MR. HAMILTON: 

Do you know of any claims against the State being; sold ? 

Mn. FREDERICK: 
JTo, sir; but one case that was transferred for debt. 

BY MB. HAMILTON: 
Do you know of T. M. Lanahan holding any claims'! 
Mr. Frederick here went into an explanation of what he 

had heard about Mr. Lanahan buying Harrington & Mills' 
claim, but being pressed categorically, answered '• Xo !" 

A summary of Mr. Frederick's further testimony con- 
densed by the clerk, Mr. Robert H. Ford, which to avoid 
verbosity and to state the evidence clearly, is as follows: 

Mr. Frederick used rolled, built up iron girders instead of 
the old flooring girders. There were three in all, two in 
Court of Appeals floor and one in the floor of the Govern- 
or's room. They were twenty-four inches wide, twenty- 
four-and-a-half inches deep, and weigh ten tons each. A 
written contract was entered into with Mr. Marshall by the 
Board of Public Works, on April 9th, 1877. He was required 
to audit all the accounts, pay-rolls, &c., before Frederick 
countersigned them, and they were sent to the Board of 
Public Works. He got two dollars and seventy-live cents 
a day for himself, two dollars and seventy-live cents for car- 
penters and one dollar and twenty-five cents for each laborer 
he employed. The contract is all I (Frederick,) know 
about the rate of wages paid. I (Frederick,) don't think 
Marshall made a profit on his labor. The carpenters work 
could be annulled at any time by the Board when it was not 
satisfactory. In reference to the heating contract, Mr. 
Frederick read a specification of the work to be done which 
was advertised in the public prints. In response to the ad- 
vertisement for proposals, four bids were entered, as follows : 

H. L. McAvoj- $5,800.00 
Bartlett, Robbins <fc Co  7,788.00 
Fh-nu & Emerich 10,023.00 
Tlios. C. liasslior & Co  0,500.00 
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The' Board decided to award the contract for the heatint; 
apparatus to Bartlott, Robbing & Co., they being the lowest 
responsible bidders, and a formal contract was drawn up 
which Mr. Frederick read. 

A desultory examination then ensued without eliciting 
any additional facts, after which, the Committee adjourned 
until Monday next, at 8 P. M. ' 

The Committee met in Annapolis, Md., at 8 P. M., Feb. 
ruary 18th, 1878. 

Present, Messrs. Brown, chairman; Snowden, Cox, Hard- 
castle and Harrison. 

Absent, Messrs. Harig, Higgins, Hamilton and Spencer. 
The clerk read the sworn testimony of the preceding 

meeting. 
Mr. George A. Frederick, architect, read the contract en- 

tered into between the Board of Public Works and Joseph 
M. Marshall, resident Superintendent of the State House 
improvements, in which it appeared that the said Marshall 
was to receive two dollars and seventy-five cents per diem, 
for himself and carpenters, and one dollar and twenty-five 
cents per diem, for laborers furnished. 

Joseph M. Marshall appeared, was sworn, and testified as 
follows: 

Testimony of Joseph M. Marshall. 

I went to the Governor and asked him to allow me to put 
in a bid for the State House work, (carpenter's). I then put 
in my bid to the Board. I think the Board received two. 
bids, one from Daniel Caulk and one from mvself. They 
decided to award the contract to me. 

Mr. Frederick, interrupting Mr. Marshall, explained the 
action of the Board of Public Works in acceptingMarshaU's. 
bid or proposal. 
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MR. MARSHALL; 
We kept a pay-roll, day by day, of the mechanics on the 

building in a book. I rated every carpenter at two dollars 
and seventy-five cents per day, except one apprentice, twenty 
years old, who was rated at two dollars. I started at first 
with seven or eight men, then increased the number to 
twenty or thirty; then diminished to five or six men. I 
paid the men various prices—two dollars and twd dollars 
and twenty-five cents—the majority two dollars and twenty- 
five cents. 
BY MR. BROWN: 

What are the regular rates paid to carpenters ? 
ME. MARSHALL: 

It depends upon what a man can do.    A good man, we 
pay two dollars and twenty-five cente.    We have to make 
a profit, on the men's labor. 
BY MR. BROWN: 

Do you make that a practice ? 
MARSHALL: 

Yes, sir. 
In response to questions from Mr. Snowden, Mr. Marshall 

said there was little work going on at the time, and there 
were plenty of men willing to work for two dollars. The 
highest wages I paid was to my foreman, who got two dol- 
lars and fifty cents. 

BY Mu. BROWN: 
What was the proportion of wages paid ? 

MARSHALL: 
One man, my foreman, got two dollars and fifty cents; 

all the others, thirty-one or thirty-two, got two dollars and 
twenty-five cents, except three men, who got two dollars. 
These carpenters were as cheap as I ever furnished; three 
dollars is the general price I get for them. I guaranteed 
the men to the State and had to furnish them if I had to 
pay five dollars per day, and I took the risk of the market. 
There was no fault found with the men I put on, save by 
myself. We always got one dollar and fifty cents a day for 
laborers; one dollar and twenty-five cents is the usual rate 
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paid to them. I paid them one dollar and twenty-five cento 
I could have got them for less, but didn't think they could 
live on less, mid gave them one dollar and twenty-five cents 
Some of the carpenters were better than others.' I adapted 
them to the character of the work best suited to their 
capacity. • 

BY MR. HARDCASTLE: 
What is the name of your foreman ? 

MARSHALL: 

Robert liowe. 

-BY MK. HARDCASTLE: 

The names of the three men who got two dollars ? 
MARSHALL: 

 Cully, John Smith, and John Davis. 
BY MR. BROWN: 

When you made your proposal to the Board, did you 
state what your contract now sets forth ? 
MARSHALL: 

Yes, sir. 

JBY MB. COX: 

Those men who were employed as laborers, what did they 
do? J 

MARSHALL: 

They did pulling, hauling of lumber, excavating, mining 
cleaned out building, «fce. 

BY MR. HARDCASTLE: 

1 ou got no other compensation save margin on hands ? 
MARSHALL: 

None but two dollars and seventy-five cents for myself. 
My hands are all paid up. 

BY MR. BROWN: 
Was Mr. Frederick often here ? 

MARSHALL: 

Mr. Frederick was here a great deal. Towards the lat- 
ter part he was here nearly all the time. The Board were 
around all the time. I think it was generally understood 
that there was not enough money to do the work. Mr. 

•Compton protested against the frescoing. I understood' he 
3 
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was afraid we would not get the work througli in time. 
On one occasion he said he would not have the work done 
if he had the say about it The Court of Appeals at this 
time had already been done. I think it was in reference to 
the Governor's room that he made this remark. It was in- 
formal. When the scaffolding was being put up in the 
House of Delegates he called the Governor aside and pro- 
tested against its going up. I understood that it was in 
regard to time that he made this remark. I think he said 
it could not be done in the time specified, and that it had 
better be postponed until after the Legislature met and an 
appropriation made. The work was recommended by Mr. 
Frederick. Scaffolding would cost three hundred dollars or 
four hundred dollars to put it up. 

BY MR. HARDCASTLE: 
Was it new scaffolding or the old scaffolding used for the 

plastering? 
MARSHALL: 

It was partly old; it had been taken down when the 
flooring was put down. Mr. Frederick explained that the 
scaffolding was struck to save the flooring from sand and grit. 
BY MR. COX: 

Would it be better to fresco the green walls or not ? 
MARSHALL: 

Just the same. The walls were thoroughly dry. Just as 
well then as at any other time. My out-standing claim is 
something over thirteen hundred dollars. I commenced 
my hands at seven A. M., took one hour for dinner. The 

* building was pushed. I compelled the men to work half an 
hour at dinner and made up ten hours each day as near aa 
I could. 
BY MK. BROWN: 

Where were the plasterers from ? 
MARSHALL: 

Baltimoreans—most of them. Mr. Frederick interrupt- 
ing, said, Mr. Marshall's province was to look after the me- 
chanics. I held him accountable to me. During my ab- 
sence I made him responsible for the work.    The contract 
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I drew up stipulated as such. Wliere men had work in 
lump he had nothing to do with them, but where work was 
done by the day and time charged, it was his duty to see it 
carried out. You will see all the orders were signed by 
Marshall as resident Superintendent. I held workmen re- 
sponsible generally, I held him responsible individually. 

MASHALL, COHfTIinJING, SAID: 
As far as possible I employed hands from Annapolis. 

BY MR. BROWN: 
Have you paid out any proportion of the money you ex- 

pect to receive ? 
MARSHALL: 

None at all. 
BY MR. BROWN: 

Did you superintend the digging out of the cellar''. 
MARSHALL: 

Yes, sir; some places I filled up. The foundation was 
sapped by a fish pond like mush, and rain-water in other 
portions made mud; so it was fearful to underpin. I 
found the walls were composed of jack and river stones. 
It was hardly a mortar wall. The stones rolled out by the 
wheelbarrow-load. It took a long time to underpin, and had 
to be done very carefully and in sections. The foundation 
was very insecure. The walls were probably not over four 
feet in any place, except one hole, and that was twenty feet 
in circumference, where an old heater was placed. In un- 
derpinning we had to shore and jack. [Witness explained 
the method of underpinning.] We always use brick ; can- 
not underpin with irregular slips, but have to use wedges 
of brick and cement. Could not underpin with old stone. 

BY MR. HARDCASTLE: 
The stone, you say, was very poor stuff; now, didn't it 

strike you as remarkable that it had stood one hundred 

) 

years ? 

MARSHALL: 
It was built with very poor brick; the mortar was the 

best I ever saw. I can find, though, plenty of cra«ks in the 
building. 
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BY MH. BROWN: 

. How about the floors ? 

MARSHALL: 
I thought it necessary to make all new floors. The floors, 

were rotten and sunken. The House of Delegates floor 
had fell in some distance, but it was a very difficult matter 
to see the condition of the floor at that time. The Senate 
floor -was better than any. The joists in the House of Del- 
egates were in splinters, 3x6 and 3x4—a little bit of any- 
thing and everything. Of the original joists, the majorit}' 
were rotten in the Avail. The timber was poplar. The 
large girders had also rotted. The Court of Appeals room 
was crooked and sprung. Three or four years ago, by order 
of the Board, I jacked the floor up about eight inches. The 
principal girders had rotted oft' or decayed, so no strength 
was left. They could not possibly have been braced up to 
stay. If I had a house of my own subject to this strain, I 
think I would have cleaned it out just as we did the State 
House. 

Concerning the roof, Mr. Marshall corroborated Mr. 
Frederick's testimony as to its condition. 

Mr. Marshall, continuing, and in response to questions, 
said : " It was necessary to have new door frames, to have 
uniformity and to get the building in shape. The House 
and Senate doors were put on to stay, but they failed for 
the purpose intended, and Mr. Thomas wrote me that he 
was ready to take them off and replace them." 

In reply to a question from Mr. Hardcastle, Mr. Marshall 
stated that " he had never seen chestnut wood used before 
for doors," and that he saw it was green wood. 

Mr. Frederick explained about the chestnut doors that Mr. 
Lawton guaranteed the wood would stand. Three days 
after th^y were put up, he wrote to him, and in response he 
(Lawton) stated he was prepared to furnish doors of any 
other wood. I (Frederick) wanted a light wood that would 
swing easily, of two thicknesses and grain reversed. 

QUESTION BF MH. FREDERICK TO MB. MARSHALL: 

Did I caution you about economy ? 
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MARSHALL: 
Von were always caution in jr. 
Mr. Marshall also responded in the affirmative to inteiropi- 

tories put hy Mr. Frederiek, as to whether he (Frederiek) 
d'n't not advise not to disturb smythintr that would stain!: to 
look after the men ; and that he found fault with lumber 
furnished, and examined things generally very earefully. 

In reply to a (juestion from Mr. Brown, Marsliali said: 
Mr. Frederiek never approached me about putting on hands, 
and, in fact, warned me to dispense with men when I had 
no use for them. 

Mu. FREDERICK, INTERRUPTING, SAID : 
One occasion, Mr. Fenton spoke to me about a good me- 

chanic that he would like employed. I said if hi- was a good 
man .1. would trv and give him oniployment, and told Mar- 
shall if the man came down, to keep him, if he was worthy, 
as long as the work required. Another man was also recom- 
mended to me by Col. Walsh, up in Ilarford county. I 
knew him to be a good workman, and told Marshall, if he 
was taking on hands, I would like him to try him. Neither 
of these men ever eame. 

QUESTION BY MR. BROWN TO MR. MARSHALL: 
Did you give out any sub-contracts? 

MARSHALL: 
Xo, sir. Xone whatever, except to hire men and go on 

with the work. 1 purchased nothing. Always sent to Mr. 
Frederick, or to parties that he directed me to. 1 consider 
all the. lumber used as good material. My contract was 
with the Board of Public Works, but I looked to Mr. Fred- 
erick for directions. 

BY Mit. COX: 
You knew about the original appropriation : did you have 

a talk with Mr. Frederick about the execs.- that would be. 
incurred, and how you were to be paid'r 

MARSHALL: 
1 expected to he paid aft(?r I got througli. "Never took 

the mattei' much into consideration: it hardly came within 
my province to consider the excess above the appropriation. 

^-^sale*§ltelte 
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My understanding was to go ahead and make it a good. 
permanent building.    I had a talk with the Governor, and 
lie agreed with me that it was best to do the work by the 
day. 
BY MB. COX: 

How far had you gone with the repairs when you discov- 
ered that thirty-two thousand -dollars would not do ? 

MARSHALL: 
I discovered it when the building was torn out. 

BY Mu. COX: 
Who authorized the additional expenditure ? 

MR. FREDERICK, INTERRUPTING, SAID : 
The Board had meetings as the work progressed. It 

seemed to be exceedingly distasteful to them to exceed the 
appropriation. "WTien they found out thirty-two thousand 
dollars would not do, they thought forty-five thousand dol- 
lars would be enough; then found something else was want- 
ing; so, in point of fact, there was no way of stopping. 
The Governor made it a point, two or three times a week, 
to go through the work. Sometimes the building was really 
unsafe. On one occasion, when the underpinning was being 
done, one-half the men appeared uneasy aisd I made it a 
point to go into the cellar and encourage the men by my 
presence, although I must confess that very often I felt very 
apprehensive for my safety. The Board discussed from 
time to time the work that was going on, and 1 remember 
a point of discussion that came up was, in case the demands 
of parties who were furnishing the material, kv., became 
urgent, how to satisfy them; but they came to no conclu- 

sion. 
BY MR. COX, TO MR. FREDERICK: 

Wbeu the building was made safe, how much had been 
spent ? 

Mu. FREDERICK: 
The amount paid out along from the first to the middle 

of September was about twenty-three thousand dollars, hut 
at that time we had obligated ourselves for more. 1 sup- 
pose the approximate figure would be thirty-five thousand 
dollars to thirtv-six thousand dollars. 
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BY Mu. COX: 

Then, from that time, including the necessary work to be 
done to make the building habitable, what would the ex- 
pense amount to ? 

MK. FREDERICK: 

To complete without frescoing? 

MR. COX: 

Yes, sir. 

MR. FREDERICK: 

About sixty-eight thousand dollars. 

MR. COX: 

That is to make the building habitable, not including the 
furniture ? 

MR.-FREDERICK: 

Yes, sir. 

MR. COX: 

That you considered all that was absolutely safe and neces- 
sary- ? 

MR. FREDERICK: 

Yes, sir. 

BY MR. HARRISON: 

Did you suggest furnishing with carpets, chandeliers, &c. ? 
MR. FREDERICK: 

It was suggested to me in the first place. I did not rec- 
ommend furnishing the House, but may have done so. The 
old carpets were a sorry lot, and the furniture throughout 
—well, I wouldn't have taken them if presented to me as 
a gift. Some of the pieces, however, were right good. At 
one of the meetings of the Board, talk came up about re- 
furnishing the first floor, and after an exchange of opinion, 
we seemed to think it awkward to furnish our part of the 
House and not. another: so, one thing and another was con- 
tracted for, the Board authorizing it. Of eourse I was 
anxious that the work looked well. 

Joseph T. Jewell, bricklayer, was sworn and testified as 
follows: 
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Testimony of Joseph T. Jen ell. 

I did the brick work for the State House.    There was a 
contract, I believe, but I didn't sign anv.    T made a propo'- 
sition to the Board to do the work bv the duv and furnish 
bricklayers at two dollars and seventy-five cents, and hod 
carriers at one dollar and fifty cents per dav.    I paid my 
men two dollars and fifty cents, and to hod carriers one dollar 
and fifty cents to one dollar and twenty-five cents.    Ordi- 
nary wages I pay is three dollars.    I worked three or four 
or seven  or eight men, besides myself, as the work de- 
manded.    I did most of the underpinning.    A good class 
of brick was   used.     Haven't an idea  of the number   of 
bricks put in.    Mr. Jewell then corroborated previous testi- 
mony as to the condition of the cellar before and while the 
underpinning was going on, and continuing, said : I didn't 
look for much work at first,    I don't remember the whole 
amount of my bill.    There is something over one thousand 
dollars still due me.    My men are all paid.    I kept a time 
book and reported every night to. Mr. Marshall.    Every 
month I made up my men's time and compared it with the 
account kept by Mr. Marshall.   It had to be correct with Mr. 
Marshall's time book before he would sign it.    I looked to 
Marshall for directions under instructions from Mr. Fred- 
erick.    I settled with my hands every Saturday, and rend- 
ered my account every four  weeks.    I was  paid up to 
October, but not for November and December.   In response 
to questions Mr. Jewell stated that three or four hundred 
thousand brick were laid in the cellar, and seventy thousand 
in the floor.    He got a solid foundation, and paved three or 
four inches outside of the walls.    He applied to the Board 
for the job because lie knew that an appropriation of thirty- 
two thousand dollars had been made.    All the Board were 
away when he commenced his work.    He handed his prop- 
osition to Col. Woolford.    He thought Watkins, also, put 
in a bid.    His proposition first was for three dollars  and 
twenty-five cents, and one dollar and fifty cents, but Wat- 
kins' proposition was for two dollars and seventy-five cents. 
Watkins was satisfied with the plastering, and he came down- 

: 
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m price after Marshall persuaded him, Jmt. was not at first 
satisfied, bemuse lie thought he oould do hotter outside' 
IJiere were no published proposals; heard the job vva« <-o' 
i»g to he done hv the day. Mr. Frederick explained' that 
Jewells proposition was accepted and held bv the Board as 
a certificate.    In response to further questions, Mr. JewJll 

.said: I was working with tho idea that I would be paid at 
once for m.v work.    Doivt know much about money mat- 
ters, and didu-t know there was no money left until'I pre 

.     sented my certificate for pay.    J thought the Stote would 
make it all right, and that some arrangement would be made 
soon by Co . AVoolford.    1 g^ no j,.,,.^,,, fo]. ^ ^ 
tract.    Had no such thing suggested to inc. 

James II. Yansant sworn, and testified a* follows; 

Testimony «f Jnmeai n. Tansao*. 

I did the excavating and hauling.   I mere! y heard it talked 
around town that the work was goin- to be given out     I 

wS tl G0VerU0,'' "^ ^ t0ld "" t0 ^ hl "l-l^. 
Mr. Frederick here read the proposal of Yansant, which 

he Board «qthomed him to accept: for cart and horse, at 
two dollars and fifty cents per day: one dollar and tu-enty- 
five cente for labor, and hauling lumber at fifty cent, per 
thousand feet from either the steamboat wharf'or railroad 

MR. VANSANT, CONTINUING: 

The regular price for horse and cart is two dollars and 
fifty cents, and regular rate for labor is from one dollar and 
twenty-five cents to one dollar and tiftv cents. Some men 
here get one dollar and fifty cents, but. the State only allowed 
one dollar and twenty-five cents. I furnished my owu horses 
and carts, and hired drivers, and paid them one dollar and 
twenty-five cents. I was paid off once in every four or five 
M eeks. There is something over four hundred dollars still 
due me. Mr. Marshall regulated mv haulinsr. Mr Frederick 
hurried me along and pushed up the work. I didn't haul 
the sand and brick : Owens did that, llav,, no idea of the 
number of cart loads of dirt hauled out of tho cellar 
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BY MR. HARDCASTLE: 
Where did you haul the dirt ? 

VANSANT: 
About four squares distant, to a dump hack of the jail. 

It was the shortest point and most convenient. I didn't 
haul away anything but the rubbage and refuse. It is all 
now in the dump. My profit was in my horses and carts. 
Did not divide profits, or pay anything for my contract, I 
had from two to six carts in use as they were needed. I 
furnished hands to do the digging. We took- the dirt out 
in wheelbarrows, because we couldn't get it out in any other 
way. Mr. Marshall kept, an account of my time, and the 
bills were revised and endorsed by Mr. Frederick after Mr. 
Marshall. Once* or twice time was taken off my account 
and not allowed to me. Once, one day was put on, and one 
day on my roll, but not on Marshall's" was not allowed. I 
consider the compensation but fair only. I expected to get 
men for one dollar and ten cents, but I saw the men were in 
bad condition, and to their surprise paid them the full one 
dollar and twenty-five cents. I had lumber hauled at twelve 
o'clock at night in order to facilitate the work. There was 
a general complaint among the men about being pushed to 
death on State work. 

J. W. Kalmey, sworn and testified as follows ; 

Testimony of J. W. Kalniey. 

I did the painting for the State House. I called on the 
Board and made a proposal, which was accepted. I was to 
get two dollars and seventy-five cents per day and furnish 
the tools and rigging. The work was to be done under the 
supervision of the Architect. My men were all rated at the 
same price. I paid them different prices: tin' bulk at two 
dollars and twenty-five cents, which was the highest wages 
I paid, and that down to two dollars per dav. I had on 
from three to twelve men ; the average was seven (7). as the 
work necessitated. The force was regulated by Mr. Mar- 
shall and Mr. Frederick. They were hurrying me all the 
time.    My usual charge for hands is three dollars per dav. 
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Have paid my hands two dollars and fifty cents. I gener- 
ally estimate to make fifty cents a day on each hand. In 
my judgment, I did a first-class job of painting. Two or 
three of the men were from Baltimore. One was recom- 
mended by 'Sir. Frederick, who was a good hand. Sever 
paid any commission for my contract. Did not know of 
any other bids. There is one thousand four hundred and 
twenty-seven dollars coming to me now. My hands are all 
paid up. The Board were around pretty often, and I saw 
Mr. Frederick and them together in frequent conversation. 
BY MR FREDERICK: 

Did you furnish any material ? 
KALMEY: 

I did furnish a little, and was allowed for it only at whole- 
sale prices. I consider all the material used as being as 
good material as can be bought. 

George G. Watkins, sworn, and testified as follows: 

Testimony of George O. Watkins. 

I did the plastering. My proposal was to the Comptrol- 
ler. I was to furnish hands, including self, for twD dollars 
and seventy-five cents per day—laborers at one dollar and 
twenty-five cents. I live in Annapolis. As long as the 
rest were putting in bids, I thought I would do so too. I 
understood Jewell put in a bid for both the brick work and 
plastering. I went to the Governor and asked him to give 
me the job of plastering. Had no talk with Jewell about a 
compromise. The contracts were not given out until two 
weeks after the bids were put in. 

Mr. Frederick explained that the Board thought best to 
separate the two works, and awarded Jewell the brick work, 
he coining down in price, and as Watkins was the lowest 
bidder, he was entitled to the plastering work. 
Mu. WATKINS, CONTINUING-. 

I paid my men two dollars, two dollars and twenty-five 
'cents, and two dollars and fifty cents per day. I look for 
profit on the men furnished: that is the usage. I com- 
menced mv work on the 9th of Au<rust with four to twelve 



36 REPORT   OF   SELECT   COMMITTEE. 

men, from that up to the middle of jSTovcmlHT, twentv-four 
to twenty-five men. The lime was furnished by Jacob 
Green, of 13altimore. I consider the material used of the 
best quality that, could be furnished. I never used better. 
The sand was furnished by Collins, a pungy captain, and was 
brought from Severn river by the cargo. It was very sharp, 
and took a large quantity of lime. Mr. Marshall directed 
me in my work, except when Mr. Frederick was here, who 
then 'looked after things himself. My time was kept every 
day by Mr. Marshall, and my account book had to corres- 
pond with his at the end of the month. Sometimes there 
was a difference between the two accounts, but Marshall got 
the best of it. The men had to be at work, or they would be 
docked. I think I did a first-class job of work. ' The plas- 
ter was put on entirely new lathing throughout. The lath- 
ing was of white pine, and of the best material. Xo old 
material was used. The old laths taken off were of split 
yellow pine. My bill is three thousand one hundred and 
eighty dollars, which is still due me. I have not received 
anything since September. 

BY MR. HAHRISON: 
You think Mr. Frederick had an eve to economy throu'di- 

out? 

MB. WATKINS: 
Yes, sir. 

BY MB. FREDERICK: 
Did you not have a claim for fifty or sixty dollars for ma- 

terial furnished ? 

MB. WATKINS: 
Yes, sir; that was for two sets of fine sieves which had 

been worn out. You would not allow the claim : said you 
were not in the habit, of allowing for material destroyed In- 
work. 

In response to a question, Mr. TTatkins said: 1 think 
everything was managed as well as could be managed. 

Mr. Frederick here explained that while contracts allowed 
for the time of bosses inclusive with the work of the men, 
he required the time of the bosses to be made separate as 
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an (.xtra safeguard. Xot that hv liad reason to disti-ust any 
one, but by tliis »praii<j;omont lie c-ould see at a irlaiu-e how 
the time \va> being' made, and tlius keep their attention to 
the neeessity of keeping the \voi-k up to make their per diem. 

Mr. Marshall stated, that fifty or sixty days was put in 
afterwards for odd jobs—alterintr doors, shelvhiff, puttinjr 
locks on, &e., &c.,—general work in winding up a building. 
I rendered an account for this work, but the House and 
Senate did not seem disposed to pay the claim. The work 
was done between January 9th and February 1st. I closed 
up my first account on January 9th. 

Mr. Frederick  asked Mr. Marshall  for an  expression of 
opinion as to the general character of the repairs upon the 
State 1 [oust', when 

MH. MARSHALL SAID: 

.Everything is first-class. The prices are reasonable, 
especially the joists, which were furnished at a lower price 
than 1 eve!' knew of before. 

.'ESTIMONY OF THE BOARD OP PUBLIC WORKS. 

The Committee met, February 20th, ]S78, at Annapolis. 
Trescnt Messrs. .Brown, Hamilton, Snowdeii. Cox, Hard- 
cast le anil Spencer. 

< bnvrnor Carroll. Col. Levin AVoolford and Barnes Comp- 
ton. Eso., the 'Hoard of Public Works, wen- sworn. Prior 
to tlie fiovcrnor commencing his testimony, by direction, of 
Cliainuan P.nnvn, the clerk, Mr. Robert 11. Ford, read the 
testimony of Architect Frederick in the invest!sation into 
the State House repairs.     The Governor then proceeded : 
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Testimony or Governor Carroll. 

Mr. Frederick's statement is as near correct as I could 
state myself. We wrote to Mr. Frederick to come do'wn, 
and lie proceeded with the work as he stated. In his esti- 
mates, I remember there was one for one thousand dollars 
for a room with balcony in front with the details. "We dis- 
carded this plan and concluded to use this room as the 
private room of the Governor—removing the Adjutant 
General to the Armory. 
In response to a question by a member of the Committee, 
Were you not forced to proceed with the work as contem- 
plated in the estimates of the acts of 1876 ? 
GOVERNOR CARROLL SAID: 

The original estimates of Frederick did not exceed the 
appropriation. To the best of my recollection, we entered 
upon the work in accordance with the appropriation of the 
Legislature, based upon the estimates of Mr. Frederick. 

Mr. Hamilton here raised an objection, as to examining 
the Governor as the representative of the Board of Public 
Works. He said, It is a delicate position in which I am 
placed, but I think it is proper that we examine the Gov- 
ernor solely on his individual responsibility. 

Mr. Hamilton, at the suggestion of Chairman Brown, 
put his objection in the form of a motion. 

The motion being put, the Committee unanimously re- 
jected it—Mr. Hamilton alone voting in the affirmative. 

Mr. Hamilton, having been made acquainted with the. 
fact that all the members of the Board of Public Works 
had been sworn, the Governor merely acting as their spokes- 
man, he withdrew his objection. 
MR. COMPTON, SAID: 

There was no difference between the original estimate 
and the appropriation. 
THE GOVERNOR THEN CONTINUED: 

I don't remember the precise terms of the agreement 
with Mr. Frederick. It was about what he said—five per 
cent., but it was certainly the regular rate allowed to archi- 
tects—precisely the same terms I would make for the super- 
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intendance of ray   private dwelling.    The agreement was 
made by unanimous action of the Board. 
MR. COMPTON: 

My recollection is that we contracted, in the opinion that 
the estimate of Mr. Frederick was correct.    We couldn't 
tell how far the appropriation would go until the building 
had been stripped. 
MK. WOOLFORD ; 

It was an entirely verbal agreement with Mr. Frederick. 
He had made an examination at the request of a committee 
of the Legislature, and we looked upon it that the Legisla^ 
ture thus had in a measure entered into an agreement with 
him. 
BY MR. HAMILTON TO THE GOVERNOR: 

Did you think yourself justified in giving a commission 
on the amount of the appropriation, thirty-two thousand 
dollars ? 

THE GOVERNOR: 
We were not limited as regards the commission by the 

act of appropriation. 

BY MR. HAMILTON: 
Was it not your understanding that Mr. Frederick was 

to receive five per cent, only on the thirty-two thousand 
dollars ? 
THE GOVERNOR: 

I never contemplated that the cost would exceed the thir- 
ty-two thousand dollars' appropriated. 
BY MB. HARDCASTLE: 

Had the Board a copy of the plans and estimates brought 
down by Mr. Frederick ? 
THE GOVERNOR: 

I don't recollect. We examined them very critically. I 
think, though, Mr. Frederick has them. 

In answer to general questions, as to the condition of the 
State House while the improvements were being made, the 
Governor stated that Frederick's testimony was absolutely 
correct, and, continuing, said: " While the underpinning 
was being done the Board began to realize that a great deal 
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of money would be necessary to complete the repairs. You 
will find at the  end  of my message the number of feet 
pinned up in the cellar, and other details of the work." 
BY MR. 00 X: 

I see that twelve thousand dollars is appropriated by the 
Acts for heating apparatus, does that call for and include the 
excavation of the cellar ? 
THE GOVERNOR: 

You see, we had no idea at tirst of the cost of the exca- 
vation, but the appropriation of twelve thousand dollars was 
of course for the proper introduction of the heating appa- 
ratus. 

Continuing his testimony, the Governor said: 
As the work progressed we became convinced that the 

building was hi a very much worse condition than any one 
anticipated. To Mr. Frederick was intrusted a general 
supervision over the whole work. Wc didn't limit him, 
but left him to do what he thought was necessary for the 
securing of the building. The iron beams and flooring 
were originally estimated for. We awarded the proposals 
for material to the lowest bidder. We were anxious to give 
them as far as possible, to Annapolis people. The lumber 
men here were too high by one thousand dollars, and we 
concluded to award the contract for lumber to Swain & Banks, 
of Baltimore. 
Mn. WOOLFORD : 

We would not have gone into the work if we had not 
been convinced that the appropriation was enough. 
MB. COMPTON: 

And when we had commenced it, we had the alternative 
presented of either going on and take the responsibility ol 
exceeding the appropriation, or hire quarters for the Legis- 
lature to meet. 

Mr. Hamilton here moved to defer further examination 
of the Board of Public Works until the Architect's estimates 
were had, as they were in point of fact the basis of the ex- 
amination. 

Messrs. Harrison and Hardcastle objected. 
The motion being put, it was lost. 

1 

f 
4 
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THE GOVERNOR THEN CONTINUED: 

The work progressed. Excavation going on, flooring taken 
up, and the building literally stripped. There we were 
with nothing but the outside walls standing, and in our 
judgment we had no alternative but to finish the work of 
repair. We soon saw that the cost would exceed the appro- 
priation, but we had no alternative than to go on and finish, 
cost what it might; besides, we were acting under contracts 
already made. We thought it more economical to strip the 
building while the excavation of cellar was being made, 
and we made up our minds to go through with the work 
and fit it for the usages of the State. I think the Board 
undertook the work in the belief that the amount would not 
exceed the appropriation. We were fully justified in this 
opinion under the estimate of the architect appointed by 
the Legislature and the State. 

BY MR. HAMILTON: 

What authority had you to go beyond the appropriation ? 

THE GOVERNOR: 

We went so far as the cost of the work that was being 
undertaken, and exceeded the appropriation in so so far as 
to complete that work. 

Concerning the award of the heating contract, the Gov- 
ernor said : " The Board had to decide upon the responsi- 
bility of men to finish the work, and their capacity to do 
it. We regarded McAvoy's bid as a straw bid, and con- 
cluded to give it to men who were responsible and who 
reasonably approximated what we thought was a proper 
price." 

In response to a question of Mr. Hardcastle, the Governor 
said: " The Board required the architect to audit all the 
bills for material and labor.    We paid off the mechanics 
because others to whom the State is indebted could better 
wait for their money." 

As to Marshall's contract, the Governor said: " Mar- 
shall's contract we considered reasonable compensation and 
made agreement on that basis." 
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BY Ma. HARCASTLE: 
About the wages paid by tbe contractors to tbe men ? 

THE GOVERNOR: 
I think that was none of our business. 

ME. WOOLFORD: 
I think it was understood the men were to get two dollars 

and a half. 

THE GOVERNOR: 
Yes, I believe it was. 
In response to a question, the Governor said : " I don't 

remember the exact time when the discovery was made that 
the cost would exceed the appropriation. 

BY MR. COX: 
What amount was spent above the appropriation to make 

the building habitable ? 
THE GOVERNOR: 

I consider the work only completed when actually fin- 
ished for the meeting of the Legislature, apart from the 
frescoing and the furniture. I suppose the excess is cov- 
ered in the amount due for lumber, plaster, &c. It is diffi- 
cult to say what was a fit condition of the building for use. 
We could have finished in a plain, simple and Quaker-like 
way, but we didn't think that was the proper thing to do. 
If we did the work slovenly and in a plain manner, we did 
not think we would be justified in exceeding the appropri- 
ation. I don't think, however, we could have done it for 
any less money. We could have put back the old furni- 
ture, but it would have been a disgrace and discredit to the 
new building. When the building was torn to pieces, we 
considered it our duty to finish it, and finish it we did, in 
the best manner for the usages of the State. We put in 
the best material, and trust to the Legislature to endorse 
that work as the work of the State. If anything is wrong 
—money made unduly or unfairly—then there is fair cause 
for criticism; but, as far as I am informed, no such charge 
has been brought. The absolute and complete restoration 
of the State House was a necessity. 

P 

i .*! 
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BY MR. HARDCASTLE: 
Had the Board information  from Mr. Frederick as to 

what would be the amount of the excess over the appro- 
priation ? 
MR. COMPTON: 

It was hardly possible to determine it.    We were forded 
to contract by the day, and could not determine what the 
excess would be. 
THE GOVERNOR: 

Such an estimate was not called for. 
MB. COMPTON: 

, We had no definite idea of the magnitude of the work 
until it was developed as we went along. 

Further desultory testimony ensued without eliciting any 
additional facts, after which the committee adjourned. 

The committee met February 25th, 1878. Present: 
Messrs. Brown, Higgins, Snowden, Cox and Spencer. 

Wm. E. Banks, of the firm of Swain & Banks, was sworn 
and testified as follows: 

Testimony or Wm. E. Banks. 

" I furnished the lumber.    I was notified that opportu- 
nity would be offered for my putting in a bid." 

Mr. Frederick then read proposals of Swain & Banks, 
Tunis & Bro., of Annapolis, and Taylor & Sprigg, of Bal- 
timore, submitted April 10, 1877; also, a note explaining 
that whatever lumber was shipped at Baltimore was at the 
rate of one dollar per thousand feet, delivered at An- 
napolis. 
MR. BANKS CONTINUED: 

The lumber furnished was Georgia pine narrow flooring, 
and is worth thirty-five dollars, thirty-seven dollars and ft 
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half and forty dollars in Baltimore, in the yard, not deliv- 
ered. There is none better; I consider it as good as any I 
ever saw. The joists are worth from fifteen dollars to six- 
teen dollars in Baltimore. They are also first-class. I did 
not furnish them for fifteen dollars or sixteen dollars, but 
for twenty-three dollars. I consider it a low bid for Geor- 
gia joists, which were all heart. I have never furnished 
flooring for as little money. 
MR. BROWN: 

What was scantling furnished for ? 
MR. BANKS: 

Fifteen to sixteen dollars.    They are worth according to 
length fifteen to eighteen dollars. 
MR. BROWN: 

Did you pay any commission for the contract ? 
Ma. BANKS: 

Isot one cent.    There  was  no intimation of any  such 
thing, the prices were low enough without any margin. 
MR. FREDERICK: 

"W. "W. Tunis & Bro., of Annapolis, oiiered scantling at 
thirty dollars, and joists of S. C. or Georgia pine, twenty or 
twenty-two feet long, best 5/4 pine flooring not over three 
and a half inches wide, at thirty-seven dollars and fifty 
cents; good 4/4 white pine callings at twenty-seven dollars 
and fifty cents; scantling, eighteen dollari Messrs. Taylor & 
sPrigg, prime yellow pine at twenty-five dollars; heart yel- 
low pine at twenty-seven dollars and fifty cents, delivered at 
Annapolis; 3x4 yellow pine scantlings at eighteen dollars; 
5/4 flooring at thirty-five dollars; good cullings at twenty- 
two dollars, at depot in Baltimore. The State now owes 
Banks four thousand eight hundred and twenty-nine dollars. 
MR. BANKS: 

Georgia lumber  is considered the best; it was ordered 
from time to time by Mr. Frederick, or telegraphed for by 
Mr. Marshall. 
MR. BROWN: 

Mr. Frederick never intimated any thing to you about 
discount ? 
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MR. BANKS: 
Ko, sir.    Nobody was interested in my bill but Swain & 

Banks. 
MR. HAMILTON: 

In letting these contracts is it not an understanding that 

there is a commission allowed ? 

MB. BANKS: 
Hardly understood.    It may be supposed sometimes. 

MR. BROWN: 
Has there been any complaint about the lumber not com- 

ing up to the specifications? 

^IR. BANKS: 
So, sir. 

MR. HIGGINS: 
• Was any rejected ? 

MR. BANKS: 
No, sir. 
Thomas Jenkins, of the firm of Henry W. Jenkins & 

Son, was sworn and testified; 

Testimony of Thomas Jenkins. 

We were notified by Mr. Frederick, and put in bids for 
all the furniture and other parts of the State House. Spec- 
ifications were sent to me. We got the PostrOftice case iu 
the lobhy, six or eight chairs in the Senate and reception 
room. Mr. Frederick read proposals. He made estimates 
for the Speaker's and President's room, for the Committee 
rooms of the House and Senate Chamber, and for the Gov- 
ernor's room.    A tabulated statement of the proposals was 

received. 
MR. HIGGINS: 

Were these proposals advertised ? 

MR. FREDERICK: 
No, sir.    Five men were invited to bid. 

MR. HAMILTON: 
Who invited them ? 

MR. FREDERICK: 
Myself, with the concurrence of the Board.    They were 

Jenkins, R«nwick, Knipp and Harrington & Mills. In my own 
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practice I never advertise; my ends are subserved better by 
not doing it.    In the first place, it saves time and limits 
the number of bidders to good people, who are more re- 

sponsible. 
MR. HIGGINS: 

In other words you only obeyed the instruction of the 

Board ? 
MR. FREDERICK: 

Yes, sir; they left a certain number of things for me to 

do, and I did them. 

MR. HIGGINS: 
Have you ever sold similar wardrobes for one hundred and 

eighty-five dollars ? 

MR. JENKINS: 
Never before.    The design of the post-office was new. 

MR. FREDERICK: 
Knipp bid on the post-oifice, as well as Jenkins. 

Knipp bid Senate post-office S298 W 
House post-office    177 M 

Total .....$475 00 

Jenkins bid, Senate $285 00 
House   185 0° 

Total $470 00 

The contract was awarded to Jenkins. 

Mu. BROWN: 
Did you ever agree to pay a discount ? 

MR. JENKINS: 
No, sir; nothing was ever said about it in any manner, 

shape or form. 
MR. FREDERICK EXPLAINED: 

Mr. Jenkins' hid for furniture of Senate and re- 
ception room was three hundred and seventy-nine 
dollars, including freight. Mr. Knipp bid three hundred 
and seventy-seven dollars, not including freight Mr. Jen- 

kins said the freight would be six dollars, which made a 
difference of four dollars in Jenkins' favor.    In response to 
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an inquiry, Mr. Jenkins said lie had actually lost money on 
the tables and the two eases for books and bills. Mr. Jen- 
kins' bid was accepted on the (ith of December, 1877, and 
the articles furnished January 1st, 1878. His bill against 
the State was eight hundred and fifty-one dollars. He was 
present when the bids were read out, and everything was 
all rio-ht and satisfactory. Better work could have been 
turned out, but it would have cost more. Don't see how 
anv one could have furnished them for less. Think the 
State got fully sixteen dollars worth in each desk. They 
ought to last fifty or one hundred years. All wood is 
afi'ected more or less by a change of atmosphere. As an 
example, canes made of the steeple of the old Second-street 
Church, Baltimore, in two or three days shrunk perceptibly, 
and the ferrules fell off. 

Mr. Thomas Hayward, of Bartlett, Bobbins & Co., was 
sworn and testified: 

Testimony of Thomas Hayward. 

We did the heating. Cur bill against the State is 
seven thousand seven hundred and seventy-eight dollars. 
McEvoy was below us. I think we have complied with all 
the requirements of the contract. 
ME BROWK: 

Could you not have heated the building by a pit in the 
cellar ? 
MR. HAYWARD: 

No, sir; not by indirect radiation. I vras present when 
bids were opened, and afterwards a number of times super- 
intending my work. I do not expect to pay any commis- 
sions. I do not think McEvoy is in the habit of heating 
large buildings. One attempt at South and German streets 
failed. No reason was given me for acceptance of my con- 
tract, except that the lowest bidder was not considered 
responsible. I was so informed at the time I signed the 
contract. I hold myself responsible for the proper heating 
of the State House. Have not received any part of my 
bill. The State owes me, also, for some little things, in- 
cluding ventilators for chimneys. 
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George Brewer, General Freight Agent Annapolis and 
Elkridge Railroad, was sworn and testified: 

Testimony of George Brewer. 

Made contract for freights with Mr. Frederick below the 
regular rates. 

For Cement, I charged $1.15 
" Lumber, " 1.20 
"   Slate, " 1.85 
"   Lime, "        1.40 

regular rate, $1.60 
1.60 

-      1.60 
"      1.60 

The reduction was to induce dealers to ship by rail instead 
of boat.     I made arrangements with the Baltimore and 
Ohio, and Baltimore and Potomac Railroads, and gave Mr. 
Frederick the benefit of the arrangement. 
Ma. FREDERICK, mTERRTJPTING: 

Nothing was shipped over the road except by special con- 
tract.    The rate was always made beforehand. 
M». BREWER: 

I made arrangements for furniture at special rates, at 
eight cents per hundred, or two dollars a ton. The with- 
drawal of special rates is always allowable on railroads. I 
found the rate would not do, and, notwithstanding the re- 
monstrances of Mr. Frederick, I revoked the special rates 
on furniture. Mr. Frederick threatened to stop hauling 
over the road. All railroads will make mistakes sometimes. 
The rate fixed December 1st, was ten dollars a car-load, 
and small lots ten cents per hundred. "We calculate 
eighteen thousand pounds of furniture to a car-load, but 
can't get that much in. 
MR. FREDERICK: 

These were assumed weights.    I was fighting for actual 
or positive weights, and insisted upon them. 
MR. BREWER: 

We calculated for sixteen dollars or eighteen dollars a car 
load for furniture. 
MR. FREDERICK: 

I made the best arrangement at ten dollars, but insisted 
on positive weights, and refused to pay in bulk; I have a 
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MR. BROWN: 1 

Did you agree to pay any commissions ' 
HR. BREWER: • 

In some instances I deducted for freight charged. 

John A. Remvick was sworn and testified : 

Testimony of John A. Uenwick. 

Mr. Knipp was sworn and testified; 

Testimony of Mr. Knipp. 

Our bid was very close to that of Jenkins.    We made no 
arrangement about pavine commissions     Tl   7 

article of furniture. ^ ^^S8 of ^'^T 

Mr Frederick alluded to his course as architect and ,-. 
ferred to the past fifteen years, in which he h d be! u 
known m his profession.    He asked each ^ ^ 
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present if lie had received any commission. He asked the 
S^don, he said, merely to assure the" ooinnuttce that these 
thin-s had heen done on an Wiorahle basis. 

Messrs. Remviftk and Hayward corroborated Mi. tied- 

crick's assertions. ,   , Mr. Elisha Harrington, being sworn, Jr., con'ohoraed  he 

statement of previous witnesses. Their first bid was for for- 
^0' thisenate and House ; did not bid for any more 
Mr. Frederick accepted our bid October 29; we accepted the 
^.ontract the next day. It was to be filled by 1 ^cemb 
Vo- it was a great deal of work to do in a shoit tiine. 
m consider the desks very good; the wood was unusually 

dry. 
Mn. BROWN:     ' . 

How do vou account for the desks being so cheap in com- 

parison with the bid made by llenwick i 

MR. HARRINGTON: _      . 
I account for it because ,ve make a specialty of famish- 

ing desks to public buildings.    We have furmshed the De- 
partment of  State   at Washin^on,  the   Michigan  State 
House, the Sew York Post Office, and  others.     The e 
desks were made by good workmen, and one man codd 
remedy all defect* complained of in a day or two.    Ihe 
wood is much better than common, and the defects are very- 
natural, arising from heat.    There was not much profit m 
them.   If we knew then as much as now, we v ould not 
hav" undertaken the work.    We are in the habit of bid- 
din- on public Work, and of giving close estimates     We 
paic! one dollar a piece for locks ; if we had paid but twen 
Uve cents there would have been  no trouble.    These 
lickB are nicely adjusted.    Our bill is five thousand seven 
hundred and forty-four dollars and forty-six cents.    Th s 
fncludes a railing in the Senate and raising the President s 
desk    It is not true that Lanahan has any claim on us_, he 
is simply our attorney, and never had the fir* cents m- 
terestinit.    We have agreed to pay no commissions.   Our 

desks are under harder usage than any other furniture in 
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the IIoiisv, ami we warrant thorn to ho what the contract 
oalls for. Our work is all through tiio t'itv Hall, and we 
have Ix-oen fiv-niontly eoniplimtinted upon it". 

Tl mnitteothen adjourned. 

The committee met February 27tli.     Present, Messrs. 
Brown, Biggins, Hang, Hamilton,  Harrison, Hardcastlej 
Snowden, Cox and Spencer. 

John L. Lawton, of Joseph Thomas & 80118, Baltimore, 
was sworn. 

Testimony of John h. Lawton. 
MK. BROWN: 

^ hat did you furnish in the building? 
MK. LAWTON: 

Doors, mouldings and brackets. I was notified by Fred- 
erick, and put in proposal; was not present when the bids 
were opened ; was notified by letter. 

Mr. Frederick read letter, and said we had a number of 
proposals, and as work developed, made separate contracts 
as far as we could. The first proposition was for mouldings, 
&e., for cornice; it amounted to three hundred and sixty-fivj 
dollars, and was dated May 15,1877. The third proposition 
was accepted June 26th. "We found, upon work on the. roof, 
that the base of the dome and woodwork decayed, and it 
became necessary to renew capping; for this the charge was 
twenty-eight cents per lineal foot, amounting to fifty-three 
dollars and seventy-six cents. On June 8th, the second 
proposition was accepted. It was for window-frames, &c. 
The amount was one thousand four hundred and sixty-eight 
dollars and twenty-five cents, scattered through as we or- 
dered them; also for mouldings, at thirteen"" dollars and 
sixty cents per hundred feet as we used it.   Thomas was the 
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only one bid on this work. The reason for this was, we 
wanted it done in a great hurry, and the reputation of the 
house satisfied us that no advantage could be gained by 
competition. If Lavrton was lead to believe that he had 
competition; it was a matter of inference on his part. 

MB. LAWTON, INTERRUPTING: 
This is the first time I knew there was no competition. 

The amount of our hill was three thousand three hundred, 
or three thousand four hundred dollars. We have received 
five hundred dollars of this amount. The bill is now tAvo 
'thousand eight hundred and ninety-three dollars and sixty- 
nine cents. 

MR. FREDERICK: 

The next estimate was on September 6th, for doors, &e.: 
it was seven hundred and sixty-four dollars and seventy 
cents.    I went over this estimate in detail with Xorwood, 
and had it reduced to five hundred dollars.   The agreement 
is signed, Jos. Thomas & Son, per Xorwood.    The reduc- 
tion is an actual reduction, excepting forty-eight dollars, 
which was for pilasters gotten out at the State House.   An- 
other proposition was received October 15th; it  was for 
panel jambs and extra single doors and transoms.    It was 
thirty-seven dollars for three of each.    Another proposition 
was for lower doors and parts in the upper part of the build- 
ing.    Other doors were higher.    They were wider double 
doors and cost about thirty-six dollars each, including jambs. 
There  was  a reduction  of twenty-five  per  cent.,  which 
brought them down to twenty-seven dollars.    On Novem- 
ber 12, 1877, there was another proposition for plain doors, 
for closets and cellar, seven in number, including two sets 
of frames.   The price was sixty-three dollars and fifty cents, 
or about nine dollars each.   November 29th, another propo- 
sition was received for the walnut veneered outside doors 
of the vestibule and gallery, with posts, rails and gallery 
work complete, and amounted to one hundred and eighty- 
five dollars.    Dec. 14th, 1877, proposition was received for 
chestnut doors at fourteen dollars. 

^•—if.lii   •mi    -, J 



KF.I'AIUS  ii'"N  Tin: .-TATi-: IKH'.-F.. 

Mr. Lawt-m tcstifn-d in <-.>ii!u'('tt<m witli tlicsv (loos's. cor- 

roU.D-ut'niu' tin- shiH'tiK'nt nf Mr. Ftvik'nck. 
Mr. Fmkr'xk  read  a  K-tti-r  <hik-il   -laimary  l.'.th.   l^TS, 

holdlii"- liiiusi-ir iKTsuiially i-i-spoi^ililc anil  su^i-stiiiLr :1R- 

ri-turn of tli<-->e domv, an.l rhal tlu-ir \n-\w In.' <k-ilui-ti''i fVniu 

IIR- kill. 

MK. HAKDCASTLE: 
Did vou i-voi- have any ii'nuUk' <>r i-imiplaint ln-turi-.' 

Slu. LAWTON: 
.\<>, sir.    Tliey ii>o ilii-iii in !!>istnii.     1 vamiot a.-r.mnt t..i- 

it:   pDssililv   it  was  vau>v<l   I iv   diti'ili^ two  tl!i<-kln->si's   tn- 

-'otluT.    Tin'IUUIIHT v.-a< in iiiyuwi! yai-d.     1 nwi-i- kin-w ii 

tu tail lioi'iiiw 

Sir.. FUEOERICK: 
In awar.linu' tin' i-oiitracts. 1 told you. ymi i-ould niako 

tliovii if lilli'd. and iini.-liril. altlioti^li i'ourtvvii dollars did 

not include- tiniMiiiiif ky skola.' and varni.-li. It was so 

aiifptod, 

Sir.. LAWTOX: 
1 nuuk tin.- I'stimato, or Norwood for na.'. Tlu- iu'icos 

wviv not ahvav> strong. I tliou^lit thviv was i-oiaju'tition, 

ki'v:uiso 1 lost soiiii' of tho joiis kid on. I was not pivsciit 

at tin' Ifuls for lowvr work giwn out. If tin- doors havi.' 

drawn apart, it hu< not IK-OD for want of it'ood inati-riai ami 

woi-krimnsliip. I will warrant ovvrytkiii^ i-xii-pt tlir i-kvst- 

uut doors. Anythimi' ^(Hild warp wkvii sul'.ivoti.'d to tin' 

h.-at and dunijim'ss in tii'w kuilditiir. I took fspi'i-ial j.aius 

witk all tla.' work. 

MR. I5R0WN: 
'\\'as all tin- wood-work iliorouuldy si-ason-i't : 

Mi:. LAWTOX. 
Y,-. sir.     All tho mouldi'd work, tkv saw. d --Aork u-od in 

tin' <-oiistrm-tiou of tiiv kuildiliir. tin.' frau.i-. dooi's.   sasiivs, 

oiitsidi' sluiH.'i's and all tin' usual joiimrs work. 

MK. FHEDEKICK: 
Soiiii- ot' tlio franirs v.-i'i'v niaik' In'i'i'. 

Mr.. J.AWTON: 
1 aim to have i v.-ryrliiiiii' tirst-i-lass :   it would not make a 

partf I.- of diti'mvm-.' if it was privam work.     1 put it down 
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as lowtiis possilile and expected that it went into competi- 
tion. I do not expect to pay any commission. I Lave 
never had a hint to that eftect. I don't know of any per- 
son receiving- any commission. I have been working- for 
Frederick ever since he ha6 been in business. 1 never al- 
lowed him a cent for anything. It is not eusToinary to pay 
architects. I have lost contracts many a time because I 
would not do it. It is something I am decidedly opposed 
to. I never lost any work from Frederick on tin's account. 
I expected to get my money as soon as my work was com- 
pleted. "We have been in business forty odd years. I have 
been there since I was a boy of thirteen years. 
MB. BROWN: 

On the whole of the proposals, do you consider the esti- 
mates as low as for a private party; that is fair, estimates? 
Mn. LAWTON: 

Yes, sir. 

Mr. Frederick stated that in connection with the work in 
the Court of Appeals, he received estimates from Thomas 
and Knipp for cases and bench. It was dated September 
21st. Thomas' bid was two hundred and ninety-five dol- 
lars; Knipp's, two hundred and eighty-three dollars, not- 
including fit. Knipp got the work. Drawings were made 
for the work and furnished to both persons. On the 9th of 
October the Court notified me that another case was neces- 
sary. Knipp made it for eighty-three dollars—making them 
all equal. On the 1st of October I received propositions 
for counter, desk-rail and bench in Court of Appeals, from 
Thomas, at seven hundred and sixteen dollars, and from 
Knipp at four hundred and eight dollars. The drawings 
were the same. On October 8th it was desired that'a 
change should be made. The additional charge for the 
change and round corners on the counter was twentv-tive 
dollars. On October 5th I received propositions from 
Thomas and Knipp for three cases, running the length of 
the wall, in the clerk's and consultation rooms — from 
Thomas, in walnut, one thousand four hundred and four 
dollars; in pine, one hundred and ninetv-five dollars.    If 
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the latter was used the painting and graining would cost at 
least two hundred dollars.    Knipp's bid was one thousand 
and eighty-nine dollars, in walnut.    He got the work. 

MR. SNOWDEN : 
It was then clearly a necessary matter to get the walnut'! 

MR. FREDERICK: 
Yes, sir.    There were no other bids for that work.    The 

Court of Appeals was finished December 1st, but they ©In- 
jected to coming into the building while the hammering 
was going on. 
MR. LAWTON: 

I was perfectly satisfied with the manner of awarding the 
bids.    I had ever}' confidence in Mr. Frederick. 
TO A QUESTION BY MR. BROWN: 

It is not customary to be present when bide are opened. 

John C. Knipp being sworn, said: 

Tcstiuiouy of Jolin C Knipp. 

We put in bids for furniture in House of Delegates, 
• Senate, Court of Appeals, Senate Post-Office, President and 
Speaker's rooms, and Committee rooms. I was present 
when the bids were opened; mine was next to the lowest. 
My bids for desks in the House of Delegates, was twenty- 
two dollars and fifty cents. Harrington & Mills' was sixteen 
dollars. I think they are the cheapest desks I ever saw 
made. I would not undertake to furnish them, for the 
price. 
IN REPLY TO MR. HARDCASTLE: 

We put such articles together by doweling, morticing and 
glueing. I would not put dowel in morticed joint; I would 
simply glue it. I was satisfied with the awarding of the 
contract to Harrington & Mills, when they went into compe- 
tition with us. I have not noticed any shrinkage. I know, 
by experience, that first-class wood, well seasoned, is liable 
to shrink. I never allowed any commission, nor received 
any proposition to that effect. I am not in the habit of pay- 
ing architects.    I never paid any money to Frederick. 
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QUESTION: 

Were you satisfied the award of the contracts was fair ? 
ANSWER: 

I know it. 

Wendell Bollman, of  the  Patapsco  Bridge   and   Iron 
Works, sworn: 

Testimony of Wendell liollman. 
I have no partner. I furnished the floor-beams, castings 

aud rods of roof. Frederick said 1 was high, but he would 
like to give me the work. I wan notified by Mr. Frederick. 
I was not present when the bids were opened. 1 saw, when 
the building was stripped, the bad condition of the joists 
under the floor; they were rotten ; especially in the cellar 
and walls. I took a general look at the building. Part of 
the roof was stripped, part not. I noticed the roof was in 
a bad condition. The sheathing was rotten. As a man of 
experience, I advised new ceiling by all means. The roof 
Mas in a dangerous condition. I noticed the flooring, as 

.gyell as the tiittbers were rotten ; mostly dry rot. I did not 
feonsider thernfesafe for the floor. I have not noticed any 
evidence given in the newspapers. I have been away. 

v . Mr. Frederick read a letter from the Phoenix Iron Com- 
.pany, whomilve said were experienced men in iron work. 
They wrote, March 27th, approximating the-weight and 
amount of iron. The amount was two thousand and fifty- 
one dollars and twenty-eight cents. I revised the drawing 
and submitted it. They returned a second estimate of one 
thousand seven hundred and ninety-four dollars and eiclity- 
seven cents, delivered in Baltimore, to which I had to add 
the length of two feet to one girder. The additional esti- 
mate was thirty dollars—making in all one thousand eight 
hundred and twenty-four dollars and eighty-seven cents. 
Mr. Bollman's estimate was two thousand two hundred and 
fourteen dollars, on May 2d, inclusive of extra length. 
The contract was awarded the Phoenix Company. Mr. 
Bollman received one thousand and twenty-one dollars for 
forty iron beams, ten channells, &c.; the balance of five 
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hundred and seventy-five dollars and ninety-nine cents was 
for eastings, putting girders in position, &c.    There were 

no other bids. 
Mu-BOLLMAN: 

I have been paid in full for my claim—one thousand hve 
hundred and ninety-six dollars and ninety-nine cents. I 
was under the impression that I had competition. I think 
it a low estimate. I did not make enough money hardly to 
pay car fare.    I paid no commissions to any one. 

George "W. Starr was sworn and testified: 

Testimony of George W. Starr. 

I furnished ornamental plastering. I made no proposals. 
~\\Te sold by printed price-lists. We allowed a discount to 
the State of ten per cent. We arc not in the habit of allow- 
ing such a discount; this was done by a special arrangement. 
We charge every one the same price, and never allowfa 
discount as a rule. Ours is the largest concern of the kind 
in Baltimore. We have furnished a great many public 
buildings, among them the City Hall, in Baltimore. Our 
bill was two hundred and twenty-six dollars and seventy- 
three cents. We have not been paid anything. We paid 
no commissions.    We get our work by handing in a list. 

Mr. .Frederick explained Starr's method of furnishing 
work by a list, the patterns in his wareroom being num- 
bered to correspond with the numbers on the list, opposite 
which a pricfe was placed. 

Jacob Green was sworn and testified: 

Testimony of Jacob Green. 

Furnished lime, plaster and hair. My propositions were 
for lime delivered in Baltimore twenty-live cents per bushel, 
inferior quality twenty-three cents, plaster one dollar and 
seventy-five cents per barrel, and hair twenty-five cents per 
bushel. I supposed I had competition. I offered to furnish 
green peachbottom lime at fifty cents per bushel, in hogs- 
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heads. I made the bids low to get the contract. They were a 
little lower than I could have put them to private parties. 
The usual price of alum lime is twenty-eight cents, hair twen- 
ty-live cents, and plaster two dollars. I burn my lime 
with coal and wood together. I allowed no discount and 
paid no commission. I consider the material I furnished 
first-class. The amount of my bill is seven hundred and 
two dollars and sixty-five cents. I have not received any 
monev vet. 
MB. FREDERICK: 

^ McAllister's bids were bottom lime fifty-five cents, alum 
lime twenty-seven cents, hair twenty-five cent?, and plaster 
one dollar and ninety cents. 

James McAllister was sworn and testified : 

Testimony of James McAllister. 

I bid on cement, lime, hair and calcined plaster. I am 
satisfied with the contracts as given out. I got the cement 
contract at one dollar and thirty-five cents per barrel. I 
furnished the Rosedale cement, made at the Newark Lime 
and Cement Co.'s, and think it the best. The regular price 
is one dollar and fifty cents. The market value is higher 
now on account of navigation; we can't get it from the 
works. 
MR. FREDERICK: 

I asked Fowler & Zeigler, in Baltimore, agents of the 
Roundtop Cement Company, at what price they could fur- 
nish two hundred barrels, more or less. They answered, 
one dollar and thirty-seven and a half cents, delivered at 
Camden Station. Instead of furnishing two hundred bar- 
rels, I presume they furnished six or seven hundred barrels. 
I ordered it first by dray-loads, then by car-loads. The rail- 
road strike then coming up, I instructed them to ship by 
steamboat, and got rates as favorable as by railroad—fifteen 
cents per barrel. The railroad carried it by the ton. There 
was a fraction of a cent in favor of the steamboat. I or- 
dered twenty barrels by boat.    They said their contract 
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called for delivery at Camden Station, and would not fur- 
nish it unless fifty cents per barrel additional was paid. 1 
ascertained that they paid four cents per barrel drayage to 
the depot and three cents to the boat. I annulled the con- 
tract The total amount of their bill is six hundred and 
eWht dollars and twenty-eight cente. The amount of Mc- 
Allister's bill is three hundred and fifty-two dollars: of this 
two hundred and fifty dollars and seventy-five cents remains 
unpaid.    This was all furnished on my order. 

George J. Dufur, of Dufur •&, Co., was sworn and testi- 

fied : 
Testimony of George J. Dufur. 

We made all the wire work in the building, including the 
railing in the Senate chamber, the cellar windows, basement 
doors'&c. . m made a proposition in writing in the early 
part of the work. We sell by a price list. We gave the 
State a discount of twenty-five per cent, off of the face of 
the bill; none was allowed to Frederick himself m any 
shape or form whatever. Our bill was three hundred and 
nineteen dollars and forty-fotff cents. We have not been 
paid yet. We quote ordinarily twenty per cent, oft; we 
made five per cent, off better to the State. 

Ambrose M. Emory, of Seim & Emory, was sworn and 

testified: 
Testimony of Ambrose M. Emory. 

Furnished paint, window-glass and other similar mate- 
rial. We judged there was competition, having had a liBt 
sent us. We were notified by letter of the acceptance of 
our bid We expected to have been paid long ago. The 
c-lass is a first-class article, double thick; the other materials 
were fullv up to the requiremefits, all first-class articles; 
the white' W and linseed oil are all leading articles. 
IN ANSWER TO MK. HA.RDCA.STLE : _ ' 

Marvland lead is equally as good as Lewis lead; the price 
is the same. Lewis Lead is manufactured m Philadelphia, 

but has no reputation there. 
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MR. FREDERICK: 

Otis Keillioltz offered oil at seventy-five cents; lead at 
nine dollars and fifty cents, and turpentine at forty cents. 
Seim & Emory offered oil at seventy-seven cents; lead at 
nine dollars and thirty-seven and a^half cents, and turpen- 
tine at thirty-six cents; also, Japan dryer, at one dollar and 
seventy-five cents per gallon. Keilholtz put in a bid for 
best Japan dryer. There are a .thousand varieties. I called 
for "Valentine's" best. Seim & Emory offered putty in 
kegs, at two and five-eighths cents; Keilholtz at three cents. 
Seim & Emory are glass manufacturers. There were only 
three in Baltimore at that time. The understanding was 
they were to have a list price made expressly for us, with 
the lowest possible discount off*. The average discount was 
sixty per cent., and ten per cent. off. There is a combina- 
tion among glass manufacturers. Seim & Emory's bill was 
one thousand six hundred and twenty-four dollars and 
eighty-seven cents. 

Plummer M. Ijams, of F. H. Davidson & Co., was sworn 
and testified: 

Testimony of Plnmmer M. Ijams. 

We furnished the hardware. Frederick made the pro- 
posal, and we accepted it verbally. "Was not aware of any 
competition, but supposed there was. We have printed 
manufacturers' prices for hardware. I handed Frederick 
the list. He asked what discount off? I told him fifteen 
per cent, oft', for carpenters and consumers. The discount 
depends upon the class of goods. Ordinarily, we do not 
charge list prices. We generally specify, in our bids, a price 
for each article. We would not, Ordinarily, allow fifteen 
per cent, discount on that class of goods. I have not agreed 
to pay anybody any commission. The amount of our bill is 
one thousand two hundred and three dollars and seventeen 
cents. Have received none of it yet. The goods were the 
very best manufactured; none better. 
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Mu. FREDERICK: 
Could any builder have bought the goods as cheap as the 

State House ? 
MR. IJAMS: 

^To, sir.    Not as cheap. 

The committee met on Monday night, March 4th, 1878, 
in the State House, Annapolis. Present; Messrs. Brown, 
Higgins, Cox, Hardcastle and Spencer. 

Lewis Loewenstein, of the firm of Garthe, Loewenstein 
& Co., slaters, was called, and after being duly swora,.testi- 
fied as follows: 

Testimony of Lewis I^oewensteiu. 

I had the slating contract for the State House. Was 
notified to put in my bid for the contract by Mr. Frederick. 

Mr. George H. Frederick then read the propositions, two 
in number, which were received and submitted to the Board 
of Public Works. Garthe & Loewenstein's bid was ten 
dollars and twenty-five cents per square of one hundred 
feet_ten square feet of slate each way. The other hid was 
by M. Gault & Son, at ten dollars and thirty cents per 
square. The former was marked accepted by the Governor. 
LOEWENSTEIN, CONTmUING, SAID: 

I expected competition; didn't know though positively. 
I sent my proposition to Mr. Frederick and was notified by 
him of its acceptance. 

In reply to questions from Chairman Brown, Mr. Loew- 
enstein stated he charged the usual rates; the rates how- 
ever in his business are not uniform. In Baltimore we get 
eight dollars "to nine dollars a square. Charged the State 
more because of extra expense incurred. Would slate a 
building in Baltimore for nine dollars a square; but had to 
pay freight for material and board for men •on the State 
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House job. Didn't notice •whether the roof,-when he com- 
menced work, -was leaky or not. The sheathing and tim- 
ber showed rottenness. On the front and north side the 
rafters were rotten.    On two sides   of the  building the $ 
sheathing was sound.    Have been paid by State for work T % 
one thousand dollars, leaving a balance still   due of five _,. 4 
hundred and fifty-one dollars and sixty-four cents. : 

BY MR. BROWN: j 

Are there any diflference in the quality of slate?" ••" 
LOEVVENSTBIN: 

Yes, sir; the slate used was the best in the country. You 
can buy slate from four dollars to seven dollars. Seven dol- 
lars is about the market value of this slate. It is called 
peachhlossom slate, from Pennsylvania. I put on 15,539.50 
feet, or 155.39 squares. % 

Mr. Frederick here explained that there is a regular com- 
mission allowed for measuring & roof for slate. In this 
instance half of the expense to be borne by the State and 
half by the contracting party—Loewenstein. The bill for 
this one-half commission to the State was twenty-six dollars 
and forty cents. 

Loewenstein further stated that he had not allowed, nor ex- 
pected to allow, commission to any one on his contract. 

Joseph Harig was the next witness sworn, and testified 
as follows: 

Testimony of Joseph Harig. 

I did the tinning, spouting and roofing for the State 
House. I got my contract through Mr. Frederick. Sup- 
posed I would have competition. 

MR. FREDERICK EXPLAINED: 
Proposal was made verbally hut memoranda was taken as 

follows: Bright charcoal single cross tin and two coate of 
paint, ten cents per superficial foot; three dollars a day for 
labor; spout put up, No. 3 twelve cents, No. 3J fifteen cents 
and No. 4 twenty cents per lineal foot 
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Mn. HARIG, CONTINUmG, SAID: 
I have received from the State three hundred dollars, 

leaving a balance due of three hundred and forty dollars 
and seventy-six cents. I have been getting nine to ten 
eente per square foot, in Baltimore, for same kind of tin. 
It is about the standing price. The- day's work charged in 
my bill, is for a hard job done, that of putting up temporary 
gutters. The prices are Baltimore figures. Am in the 
habit of making bids. Have paid no commission. Never 
pay any coinmission for receiving work. Have been in bus- 
iness forty-five years. "Would charge two dollars and fifty 
cents per day for labor in Baltimore, but had to pay my 
men's board here. Think I have made a good job. Would 
not perform contract over again for same"moncy. 
BY ME. FREDERICK:: 

Wrhat do you usually make on your hands ? 
MK. HARIG: 

Usually fifty cents per day on each hand, I to furnish the 
tools. I paid my men two dollars per day and five dollars 
per week for their board. 

A. D. Emmart, of Emmart & Quartley, was sworn and 
testified as follows: 

Testimony of A. 1>. Emmart. 

I did the frescoing for the State House. Did not know 
of any other bidder for the work. Mr. Frederick notified 
me; came down and gave him a bid for the Court of Ap- 
peals and adjoining three rooms and lobby, at seven hundred 
dollars. Frederick said it was too much, and I took it for 
five hundred dollars. The price of frescoing depends on 
the design. Mr. Frederick gave me the design of about 
what he wanted. When I first looked at Court of Appeals, 
anticipated to make it elaborate. It is very easy matter to 
make it cost fifteen hundred dollars. I think it a good job 
I did frescoing at the City Hall, Fifth Regiment Armory^ 
and many other public and private buildings in Baltimore 
and elsewhere, and my reputation is well known. 

Mr. Frederick read the contract with Emmart & Quartley, 
to be finished in two and a-half weeks, from October 8th* 
1877. * 
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MR. EMM ART, CONTINUING: 
I did the graining of all woodwork also, by verbal agree- 

ment. 
MR. FREDERICK, READING FROM CONTRACT: 

The frescoing for House was six hundred dollars. The 
Senate and House corridor and committee rooms was one 
hundred and sixty dollars; the Executive chamber, seven 
hundred dollars; Governor's private office, one hundred and 
fifty dollars; Adjutant General's room, one hundred and 
fifty dollars; Senate chamber, four hundred dollars; Post- 
office, sixty dollars; Senate reception-room, one hundred 
dollars. The total was two thousand three hundred and 

twenty dollars. 
In response to questions from Mr. Brown, Mr. Emmart 

stated that to erect a scaffolding, if lumber was on hand, 
would cost one hundred and fifty to two hundred dollars, 
and to do the frescoing, after the furniture was in and car- 
pets down, would cost certainly one thousand dollars more. 
Could not estimate, however, exactly, because furniture and 
carpets would be injured; gas fixtures would have to be re- 
moved, and framing would have to be" repainted. My whole 
bill is three thousand one hundred and ninety-six dollars 
and fifteen cents. My profits are about what I usually make. 
Not in the habit of paying commissions for work received. 
Work was supervised by Frederick. I consider the job first- 
class in every respect. I have been in the business in Balti- 
more since I was a boy fifteen years old; have done frescoing 
for eight years. I do over three-quarters of the frescoing 
done in Baltimore. 

Mr. Frederick explained that work on Senate committee- 
rooms and corridors were thrown in by Emmart & Quartley, 
after estimate was made, without additional cost. 

Robert J. Hayes, of McDowell & Co. 
was sworn and testified as follows: 

Carpet Dealers, 

Testimony of Robert J. Hayes. 

We furnished the carpets, mats, &c., for the State House. 
We made a proposition to Mr. Frederick, after being notified 
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by him, in a general way, of the number of yards of carpet 
that would be required. Understood we were to have com- 
petition. 

Mr. Frederick, interrupting, explained. about the carpet 
contract aa follows: I went to Gr. S. Griffith & Co 's and 
McDowell's, and looked at their patterns and .qualities of 
carpets. After writing to the Governor, he appointed a 
time.by telegraph, and I met him in Baltimore. We went 
to Griffith's and McDowell's, and the result was, we fixed 
on certain patterns in both houses. "We aimed to get the 
same grade of carpets. The grade at McDowell's was a 
little better than at Griffith's. We wanted a good body 
Brussels six frame carpet; at Griffith's carpets there were 
mostly five frame; at McDowell's they were all six frame. 
The written propositions we received from both firms were 
as follows: 

Q. S. GRIFFITH & CO. 
Fortho Border 

Semite Chamber...   ..........ffl^'      Wi"^ 
"     Reception Room ..,.:..... 1 53^ 1 15 

President's Room..  145 55 
Executive Chamber ,  1 57^ 1 17a 

" Private Chamber.... .' 157$ 1 17i 
Adjutant General's     "  ] 47^ 1 15 
Senate Committee Rooms 125  ,., 95 
House of Delegates  1 ggi 1224 
Speaker's Room........... ..'...., 140 110 
House Committee Room.,  1 40 1 15' 
Clerk Court of Appeals   1 40 1 05 
Court of Appeals .....;.......:..... 1 62* 122* 
Consultation Room  1 ggi 1 jg 

BeWing, 6 cents;' stitched lining; 7 cents per yard. 

MCDOWELL & co.'s BID WAS : 
All 6 frame Carpet |i 75 per yard 

"   6    " "        160       " 
Made and laid; borders in proportion to carpets. 

Extra Quilted Lining 9 ce^g per yard 

Sewed Liuing... 5     « ,< 
Pasted    "      3     <i „ 

Average price of Griffith, for actual cost of carjfet, was 
one dollar and sixty-seven and two twenty-third cents per 
yard.    Average price of McDowell & Co*, was one dollar 

0 
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and fifty cents per yard, made and laid.    We got six frame | 
carpets from McDowell cheaper than Griffith wanted to fur- I 
nish five frame carpets. 
ME. HAYES, CONTINUING: 

The State got from us, besides the carpets, the best quilted ^ 
lining. Our bill is four thousand four hundred and eleven 
dollars and twenty-four cents..   We charged private parties ^ 
at that time two dollars per yard for the same carpet.   The i 
job is lower than the Academy of Music, which we carpeted 
for ten cents more per yard, and five frame carpets at that 
Still, there has been a slight reduction in prices since.   The ! 
mats are placed at different doorways, corridors, &c.; they 
were bought by Mr. Frederick himself at wholesale prices. 
They were cocoa, brush, beam woolen and other mats, made 
expressly for State House use, varying in quality and price. 

. Time was included in our bill, and traveling expenses and 
board charged. "We deliver in Baltimore only, and make 
no charge for drayage to depots in Baltimore. We have 
received no part of our bill. There are American carpets 
just as good as English; have worn them side by side and 
know from experience. We have agreed to pay no com- 
missions. The Governor, Comptroller, and Mr. Frederick, 
came and looked at the carpets. 

R. J. Davidson, plumber and gas-fitter, who had the con- -t 
tract to do that work at five dollars and fifty cents per day 
tor self and helper, was sworn and testified: 

TestimoBy of R. J. Davidson. 

Was notified by Mr. Frederick. Did not know 
of any competition. We usually get five dollars in 
Baltimore. Our bill amounts to three thousand two 
hundred and ninety dollars, of which we have received 
one thousand one hundred and twenty-four dollars. This 
covers the labor and two hundred and sixty dollars for ma^ 
terial. 
Mu. BROWN: 

For what would you do a two thousand dollar job in 
Baltimore ? 
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MB. DAVIDSON: 

For five dollars per day, and more, if I could get it. I 
regretted I did not charge six dollars for State House work. 
Don't mean to say I have lost money; oh, no; I might fur- 
nish labor in Baltimore for less than five dollars, but not 
for four dollars. I paid seventeen dollars to some, fifteen 
dollars to others; paid three dollars to helper, and hoard, 
besides other expenses which justified an unusual charge on 
State work. 

Mr. Frederick explained that Davidson was to receive ten 
per cent, additional, for purchasing plumbers' materials, 
&c., he to buy at closest market prices, and give State bene- 
fit of the discount. 

MB. DAVIDSON: 

The materials bought were at the lowest rates. I never 
had a job like this before.      ••    -   •  - 

Mr. Frederick said that the bill for two hundred and sixty 
dollars was for various items, including brackets. He did 
not know on whose authority they were purchased; he only 
knew they were here. 

MR. DAVIDSON: 

I did not get any commission on this, my own bill, but 
charged full retail prices. The goods that I purchased I 
charged at wholesale prices. I bought all the goods at 
lowest possible prices. All manufacturers have regular list 
prices, and the market is regulated by discounts, but in 
Joshua Regester. & Sons' bill, the amount is rendered net, 
the discount having been taken off. I have been in business 
eleven years. I never went into the market before and 
bought goods, and was allowed a commission. It is some- 
thing outside of my line of business. I think I bought for 
the State as cheap as I could for myself. I would be willing 
to take them myself at the prices named. 

Eobert C. Cornelius, of Cornelius & Co., 1332 Chestnut 
street, Philadelphia, was sworn and testified: 
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Testimony of Robert C. Cornelias.      < 

"We furnished the principal portion of the gas fixtures. 
Mr. Frederick came and examined our goods. "We named 
prices to him at the time, and afterwards gave him'written 
propositions. Frederick was in Philadelphia on the first of 
November, and made selections, stating that he wanted 
lowest possible prices. Met Frederick in Baltimore, and 
submitted propositions and designs as follows : 

FOB SENATE: ' 
Foure-light ChandelierB at $158 00 each. 
Nine 3-Ught Brackets, two arms    at 18 00 " 

RECEPTION ROOM: 

One 5-Iigkt Slide Chandelier  50 00 
Three Brackets at io 00 " 

PBESIDEKT'B ROOM : 
Chandelier....  ^ ^ .,- 
Two Brackets   at io oo « 

SPEAKER'S ROOM: •••.>>, i1 

Chandelier.......  60-00 ''' 
Two Brackets...... „.._ ^t 10 00 «.; 

COMMITTEE ROOKS : 
Two 4-light Chandeliers    at 60 00 " 
Four 2-light Brackets at X0 00 " 

CORRIDORS: 

Two Might Hall Pendants....  ,at $ 00 " 
POET OFFICE ; ' 

One 6-liglit Gilt Chandelier  85^0 «• 
Two Brackets to match.... at 8 i00 " 

HOUSE OF DELEOATES: . 
r    One 18-light Chandelier. ..'.    375 00 

Two 12-ligUt Chandeliers.......... at 240 00 " 
Thirteen 3-light Cluster Brackets ;  at jg 00 " 

COCRT OF APPEALS : 

Two 12-Ught Chandeliers, four feet spread at 225 00 " 
Three 2-light Brackets '.'.'.'.& 15 oo " 

ConSULEATION  ROOM : 
One4-Ught Slide i      50 00 

Three 2-light Brackets to match at     io 00     " 
CLERK'S ROOM : 

One 4-light Slide      5Q QQ 
HALL : 

Two 2-light Chandeliers at     ^00     " 
GrOVEHNOR'S EXECDTtVE  RoOM : 

One 12-light Crystal and Silver Chandelier     550 00 
Five 3-light Brackets , at     24 00    " 
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GOVERNOR'S PRIVATE ROOM : •on nn 
Ones-light Slide ChandeUer...    ?80 00 
Two 2-light Brackets to match at     10 00 

ADJOTMiTT GKNERAI.'B  ROOM : 
One4-light ChandeUer .-... ,      50 00     ^ 
Three Might Brackets • at-  10 00   • 

CORKIDOHS : so nfl   ' 
One4-light Chandelier •  &0 w 

HOUSE OF DELEGATES, SENATE CHAMBER AND COUKT OF .     ^       • 
APPEALS: TWO Standards in each, six in all at 40 00 
Clerks' Desks in .Senate and House of Delegates, four 

lights at       800     " 
All to be dark bronze, with gilt relief, five-inch bottom 
cut Globes; all delivered at the wharf in Annapolis. 

The proposition was accepted; no one else bid for the work. 
I have been in business over fifty years.    Bids are usually 
made upon drawing8,: or selections made that are satisfactory. 
These prices are lower than is our custom.    On a large 
order like this we make concessions.    We put up part of 
the fixtures, although not in the contract.   I knew it would 
be a large order and put prices low, thinking that we had 
competitors.   In every particular we never did better work. 
As far as my knowledge goes, no one in Baltimore was 
capable of doing the job in time.   Some of the globes were 
returned and the freight deducted.   We charged fifty cents 
per hour for mten!, including everything.': -1 tfon't think we 
could duplicate the order at the same price.   The prices are 
above wholesale, but below retail prices.    Mr. Frederick 
stated that there were no gas-fixture manufactories in Bal- 
timore.    He also said the Board were under obligations to 
Mr. Cornelius for promptness in conducting the work.    It 
had cost him one hundred and sixteen dollars and forty-five 
cents for car fare, board, &c. 

Robert DeWitt Child, of Samuel Child & Co., was sworn 
and testified: 

Testimony of Robert DeWitt Child. 

We furnished the water coolers, without making a dollax- 
We did this because we were beaten last year on our bid. 
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and already had the names on the cooler.   The price, named 
by Hopkins and ourselves was as follows: 

Wn fi coolers  Hopkins', $11 00-Child's, $9 00 No.ecoolers  r ^ g 50 „ , ^ 
No.4coolers  u             5(j u 3 ^ 
Cooler stands •  ^ „ 10 50 
Waste buckets, per doz  _         « w ^ 10 50 

W ater liuckcts, per doz  " • „ 2 20 

Six-foot step ladders .••- d „ 
Two-loot-eight-inch library steps * »» 

We put the goods at wholesale prices. The retail price 
U about the same as Hopkins". Our bill is two hundred 
and thirty-four dollars and ninety-three cents, ^e ha^e 

received no part of it. 
"for Frederick said, that Messrs. Shirley & Son, and Hop- 

kins furnished bids on nickle plated cuspidors 6* inches in 
diameter. Hopkins, thirty dollars, less hfteen per cent., 
twenty-five dollars and fifty cents net; Shirley, twenty-four 
dollar! less ten per cent., twenty-one dollars and stxty 

cents net. 

Mr. A. C. Shirley was sworn and testified: 

Testimony of A. C. Shirley. 

This price is fifteen per cent, less than these goods have ever 
been sold for. One year ago they were worth th.rtvs.x 
doUar There is a patent upon them. The amount of 
our bUl is two hundred and thirty-four dollars and ninety 
cents.    We have not yet received anything. 

Geo. W. Taylor, agent, was sworn and Testified: 

Testimony of Geo- W. Taylor. 

Furnished the curtains, lamberquins, back-grounds, etc. 
Was notified bv Frederick, and bid on samples and designs 
furnished. My bid was accepted by letter. I knew of 
irer bidders.' It is the first job I ever had from Fred- 

erick. 
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Mr. Frederick said bids were received from Michael, at 
seven thousand nine hundred and fifty-two dollars and 
sixty-seven cents; Dieter, at seven thousand one hundred 
and eight dollars and sixty-three cents; and Taylor, at 
six thousand six hundred and seventy-five dollars. 

The prices were as follows: 

House of Delegfcteo $m per window. 
Drapery Court of Appeals v•" 

Senate ;•• *• 
•.«•     House - 270 

Taylor's hill was fifteen per cent, less than the usual re- 
tail prices, and his goods all first-class. The curtains are 

of raw silk. 

Testimony of Norma» «• Price. 

Norman B. Price, agent of B. L. Solomon & Sons, of 
New York, was sworn and testified, that he was the estab- 
lished agent of the above firm in Baltimore, and all these 
parties came to him. He gave them the same prices and 
the same samples. There was one mistake on one article 
•which I made to Michael, at fifty cents per yard less. Tay- 
lor had to pay one hundred and seventy-five to one hundred 
and eighty dollars more than he bargained for. The goods 
were cabled from Paris. 

Mr. Frederick said, he got the samples indirectly, so as 
not to appear in the transaction. 



*-: 

•n feEPORT OH SBlECT COMMI+TM 

The Committee met at Annapolis, Md., March 12, 1878. 
: Present, Messrs. Brown, Snowden, Harrison, Higgins and 
Cox. 

Daniel Caulk was sworn and testified as follows : 

Testimony of Daniel Caulk. 

I made a proposition to the Governor to do the work on 
the State House. I agreed to do it for five dollars per day 
for myself; did not name a figure for the men I was to fur- 
nish. I did not understand why my proposal "was not 
acccepted. 

BY MR. BROWN: 
Did not the G-overnor ask you if you could give your un- 

divided attention to the work, and you responded "You 
COUld not"? ;TS     it    I-:*-, m-n; .•     Uv        : .  , i    ..     1 

''Ma. CAULK: .'    :: 
No, sir; I don't remember that such a question was 

asked. My proposal was verbal. The Governor asked me 
if I had any plan to offer. " No, sir," I replied. I had 
none at all, but thought that the proposal to superintend 
the work at five dollars per day was the best way to do it. 
I think I said that a man working that way could make 
seventy-five cents or one dollar per day on his hands. " No," 
the Governor said, " twenty-five cents was enough. Two 
dollars and fifty cents per day is the usual rate of wages in 
Annapolis." I generally charged five dollars per day for 
myself when I worked at the Naval Academy. 

BY MB. SNOWDEN: 
Are the usages that prevail such as allow you to have a 

margin on your hands ? 

MB. CAULK: 
I suppose that is right and the custom.    The Governor 

sent for me, and I went to the Executive mansion and saw 
him in the library. 

BY MR. HIGGINS: 
Isn't it proper to make proposals in writing? 

ri 
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MB. CAULK: 

No, sir; I don't think it is. 
BY MR. H1GGUN8: 

What was your verbal proposition to the Governor» 
MB. CAULK: 

My proposal was to receive five dollare per day, and to 
let the State pay the hands what they saw fit. * 

In response to farther questions, Mr. Caulk stated • I 
think two dollars and fifty- cents is the highest rate of vva^s 
paid in Annapohs. I have been a carpenter all mv life, and 
W put up a number of buildings in this dty^nd i , tl 
W Academy, and charging five dollars pe/dav for mv 
superintendence, is my usual plan of contract ' 
BY ME. SNOWDEN: 

m^fitUJrr Undert00k " COntraCt' WW >ou looked for piotit solely on 3*our journej^men ? 
ME. CAULK: 

No, sir. 

In response to further questions, Mr. Caulk stated- I 
haven t built any houses lately. Have not been actively en- 
gaged in business for five or sbt years. My last new job 
-as bteele s house; can't remember whether that was L 
up before or since the war. Was employed in the Nava 
Academy from 1845 until the breaking out of the war 

"Ti!11-^ Undertaking h^^ rather than earpenter- 
^rk   T^^1 Kg- • ^^ mt!mb--of *" Board of PuW e 

i   ,1 i' beSlde8 the ^^or, was Mr. Compton     I 
a^edhnn about the job, and said to him I would like to 

The eomnjjttee, after appointing through its chairman, 

llajdcastle, Harnson and Higgins, adjourned sou die. 

J 




